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Mr. Marren’s “ Bill to Amend the Law relating to 
Leases,” will be found in another column, and we 
observe that a meeting to consider it is announced 
to be held on Monday next. The Bill reaches us too late 
for discussion this week, but we may remark that, in 
regard to length, it offers a satisfactory contrast to the 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tux Court or Apreat at Westminster will recommence 
its sittings on Monday next. 





Vice-CHANCELLOR Matis has announced his intention 
of making a short break in the sittings of his court. 
His lordship will not sit on Saturday, the 14th inst., nor 
‘on Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday next week. 





Tue return of Mr. Whitley as M.P. for Liverpool, 
adds another to the list of large constituencies which 
are represented by solicitors. Liverpool has a constituency 
of 61,026, while Leeds, with a constituency of 49,074, is 
tepresented by Mr. Tennant, who formerly practised as 
& solicitor. Chelsea, with 28,360 voters, is represented 
by Mr. Gordon; Bristol, with 24,994, by Mr. Fry, and 
York, with 10,806, by Mr. Leeman. Nine English solici- 
tors or retired solicitors have now seats in the House of 

ons—namely, Messrs. Dodds, Freshfield, Fry, 
Gordon, Goldney, Leeman, Lewis, Tennant, and 


Whitley; and there are also three M.P.’s who have 
Practised as solicitors in Ireland—Mr. Fay, M.P. for 
Cavan, Mr. J. G. McCarthy, M.P. for Mallow, and Mr. 
4. D, Murphy, M.P. for the City of Cork. 








re of three years ago. We object, however, 
for reasons before given, to enabling the court to 
give relief against forfeiture in case of all leases; to 
leaving the conditions of the relief afforded to the abso- 
lute discretion of the court, and to compelling the 
tenant to ask for a judicial inquiry before he can 
know what he must do to avoid ejectment for a forfeiture. 
If our suggestion of the statutory incorporation in certain 
leases of the qualifying proviso frequently used were 
adopted, the tenant would in most cases be able to make 
good the breach of covenant so as to prevent the land- 
lord from commencing an action of ejectment. 





In answer to Mr. Osborne Morgan's question in the 
House of Commons, on Tuesday last, respecting the 
time when the Royal Courts of Justice will be completed, 
Mr. Noel expressed a hope that before the end of the 
year 1881 the courts will be sufficiently advanced to 
admit of judicial business being transacted therein. 
Mr. Osborne Morgan will confer a further benefit on the 
profession if he will enquire why the Chancery Pay- 
master is not already occupying the rooms provided for 
him in the new building, and when it is intended that 
he shall enter on their occupation? The constant com- 
plaints from solicitors and their clerks, who suffer from 
the fact that the office of the Chancery Paymaster 
remains so far removed from the Royal Courts of Jus- 
tice where all the administrative offices of the Supreme 
Court are now established, show substantial grounds for 
such an enquiry. The time wasted in passing from the 
Chancery Pay Office to the Royal Courts of Justice—that 
is, from one end of Chancery-lane to the other and 
back again, several times in the course of carrying 
out a transaction—perhaps one out of many directed 
by an order—is very great. For instance, an affidavit is 
required to be sworn and filed; this necessitates two 
journeys, one to file the affidavit, one to procure the 
office copy; a registrar’s certificate of sale or transfer 
must be obtained, this necessitates two journeys, one 
to bespeak it, and one to take it away when ready; 
for the purposes of this certificate, the registrar requires 
to know the amount of the fund in court, to procure 
this information, two journeys for the like purposes are 
required ; a clerical error in an order presented to the 
paymaster requires to be rectified by the registrar, this 
may require many journeys, it may be necessary to give 
notice to the other side, and procure {a formal appoint. 
ment before the registrar, and when the alteration is 
made, another journey is required to procure the order 
after the alteration has been entered on the record. In 
short, it cannot be denied that a great amount of worry 
and waste of time might be saved if all the offices 
were under the same roof. The rooms are ready 
for the paymaster—in fact they were ready long 
ago, having been fitted at great expense; but it is 
understood that he is unable to move because his staff 
is not large enough to do the work, and that the authori- 
ties of the Treasury have not yet decided to give him, 
or at any rate have not given him, the increase of his 
staff which is necessary. There is good reason to 
believe that the interest of the money to be saved to the 
country by the immediate removal of the Chancery 
Pay Office to the Royal Courts of Justice would go far 
to pay the salaries of the additional staff required by 
the Paymaster-General. 





A county court case, which we print in another 
column, shows that long before Lady Finch Hattons 
case, some framers of leases were aware of the legal 
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doctrine which that case indirectly revealed to the 

world in general. In a lease of an unfurnished house 

for ten years, there was inserted a covenant by the 

landlord to well and sufficiently repair any damage 

caused to the house and premises by fire, storm, or 

tempest; and it was provided that in the event of the 

premises becoming otherwise wholly or partially un- 

inhabitable, then, and in such case, the rent reserved, or 
a fair and proportionate part of it, according to the ex- 

tent of the injury sustained, should cease, and be sus- 

pended during the time the premises, or any part of 
them, should remain “ wholly or partially uninhabitable 
or unfit for use.” The tenant complained to the land- 
lord that, in consequence of a bad smell, two 
rooms were uninhabitable, and he claimed to deduct 

a sum from the rent in respect of them until 
the landlord had them made habitable again. The 
county court judge, on the evidence, held that the tenant 
had not made out that the rooms were uninhabitable, 
and we only print and refer to the case in order to point 
out that while the general frame of the provision is 
good, and it is one which an intending tenant of a 
dwelling-house may reasonably ask to have inserted, 
the words in italics are not sufficiently stringent. If 
for them there were substituted words providing that the 
rent shall be suspended in case the house should not be 
“‘ reasonably fit for occupation and comfortable habita- 
tion” (see Kelly, C.B.’s judgment in Wilson v. Finch Hat- 
ton, 25 W. R. 517), the case of an unfurnished house will 
be placed on the same footing as that of a furnished house, 
and the decisions upon the latter will become applicable 
to the construction of the covenant. Thus, Wilson v. 
Finch Hatton will show that under such a covenant the 
rent may be suspended in case the house is not fit for 
occupation in respect of sanitary considerations, and as 
regards vermin, Campbell v. Wenlock (4 F. & F. 716) 
will show that although “a few bugs” (see p. 725) 
might not bring the provision into force, yet it would 
clearly apply when the nuisance prevailed to such an 
extent that the tenant could not “ fairly be expected 
either to grapple with or endure it.” 





IN A FORECLOSURE ACTION by a mortgagee against the 
mortgagor and a purchaser from him (Greenough v. 
Littler, ante, p. 272), Mr. Justice Fry gave judgment in 

_ the form adopted since the Judicature Acts—that is to 

} say, judgment on the covenant for payment within one 

| month of the debt, interest, and costs, and ulso an 

account, and for payment six months after the chief 

! clerk’s certificate, or in default, foreclosure. This form of 
decree was adopted by the same judge in Simmins v. 
Shirley (Seton, 1036), and by the Master of the Rolls in 
Dymond v. Croft (L. R. 3 Ch. D. 512), and was intended 
to give the mortgagee the double benefit of the former ac- 
tion at law on thecovenant to pay, and of the suit in equity 
for foreclosure. In Greenough v. Littler the purchaser, 
who, according to the practice would have an opportunity 
of redeeming, asked that, in the event of doing so, he 
should have the benefit, as against the mortgagor, of the 
judgment against him for payment. This was granted, 
and the concession appears to be founded in justice. It 
is, however, necessary to direct attention to the fact that 
in this new form, although the judgment on the covenant 
is one which would operate against all the lands of the 
mortgagor, no provision is ever made in the order for 
entering up satisfaction in the event of the mortgagor 
either redeeming or being foreclosed. 





It is stated that the authorities of the Island of Jersey 
have applied for the extradition of an offender now in custody 
of the French police at Grouville. The application is the 
first of the kind that has ever been made from Jersey. The 
French authorities decline to give him up on the mere 


THE GOVERNMENT BANKRUPTCY BILL, 


Tue Bill which the Attorney-General has introduceg 
**to amend the law of bankruptcy” is, of co 
substantially based on the Bill which Jast session 
emerged, cut down and modified, from the Committeg 
of the House of Lords. As in that measure, so in the 
present it is proposed to sweep away the existing 
provisions as to liquidation and composition. But there 
are various important differences between the two Bills, 
some of which it may be convenient to point out in the 
order of the sections. 

The clause in last year’s Bill which enabled the 
debtor to present a petition against himself has dis- 
appeared, probably in deference to the objections taken 
to this provision in the discussions in Parliament last 
year, but itis now provided that at any time after the 
presentation of a bankruptcy petition against a debtor, 
or the filing by him of a declaration of his inability t» 
pay his debts, the court may appoint a receiver, who, ia 
the case of the filing of the declaration by the debtor, is 
to be nominated by the debtor. We have never been 
able to see any practical objection to allowing a debtor 
to present a petition against himself, and we regret the 
omission of the useful provision in last year’s Bill that, 
together with the petition, the debtor should file a list 
of his debts and astatement of his property, verified by 
affidavit. 

The provisions which have appeared in so many suc- 
cessive Bills restricting the use of proxies have been 
abandoned, and it is now provided that the proxies 
‘shall be in such form, and given or signed in such 
manner, and at such time as may be prescribed.” Ii 
will be observed that this provision does not enable any 
rules to be made as to the persons to whom proxies may 
be given. Considering that the committee of 1876 
ascribed nearly all the evils connected with the work- 
ing of the Act of 1869 to the abuse of the system of 
proxies, the omission of the remedies suggested in the 
previous Bills appears remarkable. The clause restrain- 
ing a creditor who has accepted the office of trustee from 
voting on any question affecting his remuneration or 
conduct or security remains. 

The present Bill ought really to be called ‘‘ a Bill to 
re-introduce the system of deeds of arrangement.’’ There 
is now no provision for enabling creditors at the first 
meeting to pass a special resolution that the affairs of 
the debtor be wound up by deed of arrangement. So far 
as we can gather, the intention is that there shall be for 
the future two modes of providing for winding up the 
affairs of an insolvent—either bankruptcy or arrange- 
ment by deed. The date of the filing of the deed is 
(clause 11) to be taken to be equivalent to the date of 
the making of an order of adjudication against the 
arranging debtor, and the court may appoint a receiver 
and stay proceedings at any time after the filing of the 
deed. Unless the court is satisfied that the creditors 
have held a meeting within fourteen days after the 
execution of the deed by the debtor, the court is to call 
a meeting of the creditors either upon or before the 
application to confirm the deed, and, if a majority in 
number or more than one-fourth in value of all the 
creditors shall resolve that the deed shall not be proceeded 
with, the court is to declare the deed void. 

New provisions are made as to deeds of arrangement 
by partners with joint or with separate creditors, and ae 
to arrangements by partners with creditors generally. 

The provisions of last year’s Bill as to the discharge of 
the bankrupt, and the disclaimer of onerous property, are 
retained. Section 32 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
relating to preferential debts, is now repealed, and # 
much fuller enumeration is Biven, embodying in the 
statutory law the rule long ago settled by decision, that 
voluntary bonds and debts are proveable upon the sul 
plus of the bankrupt’s estate after his other creditors al? 
satisfied. 





warrant of the chief magistrate of Jersey, and the matter has 
been referred to the Home Office. 


The provisions of last year’s Bill as to the remunera- 
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tion of the trustee and receiver are retained; also the 
requirement that trustees and receivers shall, at the end 
of a year from their appointment, transfer all the funds 
in their hands into court. By clause 31 it is provided 
. that “all costs and charges of trustees and of solicitors, 
receivers, managers, accountants, auctioneers, brokers, 
and other persons employed under a bankruptcy petition 
or deed of arrangement, shall be taxed by the proper 
officer of the court, and no payments in respect of 
such costs or charges shall be allowed by the comptroller 
to any person by this Act made accountable to him, 
without proof of such taxation.” The provisions of 
this and other clauses will require to be carefully 
considered, and there are many matters on which we 
shall have to observe if there should appear to be any 
reasonable probability of the measure becoming law this 
session. But we confess we are tired of discussing 
- Bankruptcy Bills which are apparently introduced only 
to be withdrawn. 








INTEREST ON PURCHASE-MONEY. 


Tae maxim that conversion takes place the moment 
_ that a contract for sale is entered into, so that thence- 
forth the vendor is to be regarded as beneficially entitled 
to the purchase-money, and the purchaser to the estate, 
ancient and true though it may be, cannot be said to be 
a sufficient explanation of the various cases which have 
been decided upon the rights of buyer and seller in the 
purchase-money and the estate respectively. An inquirer 
may ask how it is, if the maxim be true, that the 
purchaser’s interest in the profits of the estate, and the 
vendor's interest in the profits of the purchase-money, 
are not, in practice, considered as accruing at the date of 
‘the contract, so as to make each party thenceforth liable 
to the other for withholding what rightfully belongs to 
him—the vendor on the one hand to account for the 
rents from that time, the purchaser on the other to pay 
interest on the purchase-money? It is easy to answer 
that a time is generally specified for the completion of 
the contract, and that then the rule is that, although the 
interest of the parties in the subject-matter of the sale is 
in equity transferred by the contract, the transfer is not 
regarded as taking effect for the purpose of passing the 
profits until the timefixed for completion. Butthe essential 
operation of contracts for sale is not explained by saying 
that they are generally in a particular form, and that 
then the effect of them is clear. It is the effect of such 
acontract in its barest and simplest form, a contract 
stating nothing as to the time and mode of its fulfilment, 
which it is necessary to define if we are to get to the 
toot of the matter. Nothing should be more easy to 
define than this. But definition, commonly supposed to 
be the beginning, has been truly said to be the end of 
science ; and as our law is not at present a science, but 
in great part a mass of incoherent precedents, it will 
often be found that a definition, the simplest of all 
propositions, is the most difficult to establish. 

When no time is fixed for the completion of the con- 
tract, and nothing is said as to the day as from which 
the purchaser is to take the possession or the rents, and 
to pay interest on the purchase-money, there are several 
periods each of which, it might be argued, is the 
natural time from which the account should run. On 
equitable principle, the most reasonable time would 
seem to be the date of the contract. For it is to be 
observed that in any case (even where a subsequent 
date is fixed for completion) the purchaser is, in a 
measure, from that date the owner of the property. It 
is thereafter at his risk. If it is a house, and the house 
is burnt down, it is he that is the loser, and not the 
vendor. And in the case of a sale of a life interest or a 
Teversion, this principle of making the change of owner- 

operate for all purposes as from the date of the 
ontract is acted upon (7'refusis v. Lord Clinton, 2 Sim. 
359; Anson v. Towgood, 1 Jac. & W. 637). Probably, 





too, the rule stated to be applicable to the sale of 9 fee 
simple by the court, where the conditions are silent upon 


the subject; has its origin in such a principle. That rule 
is stated to be (Sugden, V. & P., 14th ed. 104) that the 
purchaser is entitled to the rents from the quarter-day 
preceding the day of the purchase, paying his money 

@ the following quarter-day (the day of the pur- 
chase for this purpose being the day upon whichthe 
Certificate “of the result of the sale becomes absolyte, 
until which time he is not the purchaser). It is evident 
that sucha rule, adopted when a reit'was not for any 
purpose regarded as accruing de die in diem, but was 
practically non-existent until the day of payment, went 
upon the principle that the transfer, having been effected 
by the contract, should operate forall purposes as nearly as 
possible forthwith; until the next quarter-day no ques- 
tion could arise, and then the purchaser should take the 
whole rent from the preceding quarter-day, then paying, 
or having previously paid, his purchase- money. 

But the principle of taking the date of the contract 
as the day from which the account is to runis not the one 
which is followed in the common case of a sale of a fee 
simple. Assuming that it is not followed, there would 
appear to be a reasonable alternative course. It would 
be that where the purchaser is de facto let into possession 
before completion, the right to the possession on the one 
hand and to interest on the other shall commence at the 
time when the possession is actually changed; and that 
where the purchaser is not de facto let into possession 
before completion, then, as neither party has, in the sales 
now under consideration, any right to require an actual 
change in the possession until the whole contract 
is completed (per Lord Selborne, Philips v. Silvester, 
21 W. R. 179, L. R. 8 Ch. 178), the possession 
shall not be considered as altered before the time when 
it is in fact altered—that is, before the day of completion. 
The first part of this alternative is undoubtedly law; the 
second part of it isnot. On the contrary, it is said by 
Mr. Dart (Vendors and Purchasers, 5th ed. p. 628) that 
the time from which interest in such a case is to run is 
**the time at which the purchaser might prudently have 
taken possession—/.e., when a good title was shown and 
verified ’’—the latter being the earliest time at which he 
can prudently take possession, because entry into pos- 
session is a waiver of objections as to title. The de- 
cision in Binks v. Lord Rokeby (2 Swanst. 222), cited in 
support of this proposition, scarcely seems to justify it; 
for there a day was fixed for completion, and the question 
appears to have been whether by that time a good fitle 
had been shown. To say, as that case says, and as is 
settled by other authorities, that when a day is fixed for 
completion, the day from which the account is to run 
may, nevertheless, be postponed until the time when a@ 
good title is shown, is clearly not the same thing as 
saying that, when no day is fixed for completion, the 
account is to run from the time of showing a good title. 
Mr. Dart’s proposition does, however, appear to be an 
exact statement of the law acted upon in Carrodus v, 
Sharp (20 Beav. 56). So that it appears to be settled 
that the purchaser must pay interest and take the rents 
from the time of showing a good title, and that he 
cannot, against the vendor’s claim to an account on 
that footing, set up his own right to refuse to take actual 
possession before completion. 

Nor is it impossible, in spite of the necessity for com- 
pletion before either party can compel an alteration in 
the actual possession, to find a reason for fastening upon 
the above-mentioned time as the proper time for regard- 
ing the possession as constructively changed. For, as is 
pointed out by the present Master of the Rolls in an 
admirable disquisition upon the effect of a contract for 
sale (Lysaght v. Edwards, 24 W. R. 778, L. R. 2 Ch. 
D. 506), the validity of the sale depends upon the 
vendor’s ability to make out a good title, or upon the 
purchaser’s accepting such a title as the vendor has, 
Until it is ascertained whether or not that condition will 
be fulfilled, it is not clear whether there is a valid con- 
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ertract or not ; the moment that it is ascertained the rights 
« -of the parties, which were conditionally fixed by the con- 
tract, are fixed absolutely, and there is no reason why 
‘the change of property should not thenceforth operate 
or all purposes—why the vendor should refuse to give 
ypossession, or why the purchaser should refuse to take it 
and pay interest on the purchase-money. And when the 
rights of the parties are absolutely fixed, it seems that 
~the account is to run as from the day on which they are 
so fixed, whether the purchaser neglect to take possession 
‘when he might have done so (Carrodws v. Sharp), or 
the vendor refuses to allow him to enter, although in the 
latter case the purchaser may relieve himself of his 
liability to pay interest by giving notice that his money 
is qyreets and lying idle (Regent's. Canal Company 

v. Ware, 23 Beav. 575). 
The principles which have been applied in the cases 
just referred to, and their relation to the maxim about 
, conversion, may be understood by stating the following 
/ propositions :—(1) A contract for sale effects conversion 
conditionally on the vendor showing a-good title to the 
land sold, or on the purchaser accepting such title as 
the vendor has; (2) on the fulfilment of the condition the 
conversion becomes absolute ; (3) this absolute conversion 
} operates retrospectively as to the title to the subject- 
matter of the contract, so as to change it as from the 
date of the contract, making the land as from that date 
| the property of the purchaser and his real representative, 
and the purchase-money the property of the vendor and 
his personal representatives; (4) but it operates only 
prospectively as to the fruits of the subject-matter of the 
contract, so that the purchaser shall take the rents, and 
the vendor interest only from the date at which the con- 
dition is fulfilled. The fourth of these propositions 
\ | €xpresses the rule of law which we have been endeavour- 

\ | ing to elicit, 
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General Correspondence. 


POSTING PROOFS. 
{To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal .] 


Sir,—Attention has lately been drawn by many of the 
leading papers to a proposed system of ‘‘ posting proofs,” 
whereby proof of the posting of letters could be obtained 
at a nominal cost, and without inconvenience. 

The method proposed to be adopted is as follows—7.e., 
the transmitter of the letter presents, at a post-office, a 
form, impressed with a farthing stamp, and bearing an 
address similar to that on the letter. 

The official, after comparing the two addresses, stamps 
the form with the office stamp and hands it back to the 
bearer. A “proof” will then be obtained that a letter 
bearing a certain address has been posted on a certain 

date at a certain place. 

It can scarcely be doubted that the establishment of 
such a system would be attended with great benefit to 
the public—to solicitors more especially—as much in- 
convenience frequently arises from want of a convenient 
mode of proving the posting of letters. 

The method proposed to be adopted being so 
thoroughly practicable, and a large revenue being likely 
to result to the post-office, it is difficult to conceive the 
reason of the delay in establishing a system of “ posting 

.” Bteps, however, are now being taken to draw 
the attention of Parliament to the matter, and a petition, 
addressed to the House of Commons, lies in the hall of 
the Incorporated Law Society, for signature by the 
members of the society. 

It may be mentioned that the promoter of the scheme 
- Goes not ask for any subscriptions, 
A Sorrerror. 
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Cases of the Gieck. 


Evipence — SHortHand Wrirer’s Nores — Cosrg 
AppEaL—Orp. 58, x. 12.—Inacase of Kelly v. Byles, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 10th inst, the appeal 
having been dismissed with costs, the respondent’s counge] 
asked that the costs of transcripts ofa shorthand writer’s notegof 
the evidence taken in the court below might be included. The 
court (James, Bacoatay, and Corton, L.JJ.) refused to 
allow these costs. James, L,J., said that the court would 
strongly discourage the talking of. shorthand writers nate of 
evTaeee. Ae ede eral rule the jadge’s notes of the evidence 
ougiT to be sufficient for the purposes BF Uae appeal. 


Breacu oF Trust—Fottowine Trust Monzy—Monry 
PAID INTO BANK—BANKER AND CusTOMER— APPROPRI. 
TION OF PaYMenTs—SHORTHAND Notes—Cosrts.—In 4 
case of In +e Hallett, betore the Court of Appeal on the 
11th inst., the question arose whether the rule laid down in 
Clayton’s case (1 Mer. 604), necessarily applies in all caseg 
where trust money has been paid by a trustee to the credit 
of his own account at his banker’s, and mixed with his own 
money, and whether, in fact, the court was Lound by the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in the well-known case of 
Pennell v. Deffell (4 De G. M. & G. 372). The rule laid 
down by Sir W. Grant in Clayton’s case, as our readers will 
remember, was that the drawings out of a customer on his 
current account with his banker are, in the abSence of any 
specific appropriation, to be deemed to have been madein . 
respect of the payments to the credit of his account in the 
order of their date—.c., the drawings out ate to be deemed 
to have extinguished first the earlier payments in. And, in 
Pennell v. Deffeli, though it was held that a cestui que trast was 
entitled to follow trust money paid to the credit of the trustee's 
owncurrent account with his banker, just as if the trast money 
had been mixed with the trustee’s own money in a bag, 
yet it was also held that the rule in Clayton's case applied, 
and that, if by virtue of that rule the trust money was to 
be deemed to have been drawn out by the trustee, the 
cestut que trust had lost it, even though the balance to 
the credit of the trustee’s account was sufficient to repay 
the trust money. In Jn re Hallett a trustee had, in No- 
vember, 1877, improperly sold some bonds which repre- 
sented trust funds in his hands, and on the 14th of Novem- 
ber he paid the proceeds of sale, amounting to £2,500, to 
the credit of his current account with his bankers, and in 
February, 1878, he died insolvent. There was at the 
time of his death, and there always had been, a balanceof 
more than £2,500 to the credit of the account, but if the 
tule in Clayton’s case applied, a part of the £2,500 bad 
been drawn out beforehis death. Fry, J., contrary to his 
own view of what ought to be done, held, on the authority 
of Pennell v. Deffell, that the cestuis gue trust were en- 
titled toso much only of the £2,500-as was left at the time 
of the trustee’s death, according to the rule in Clayton's 
case, This decision was reversed by the Court of Appeal 
(Jzsset, M.R., and BacGatay and Tuesicrr, L.JJ.), who 
held (Thesiger, L.J., dissenting) that the cestuis que 
trust were entitled to the whole of the £2,500. JxEssst, 
M.R., said that, on principle, nothing could be better 
settled than that, when an act might have been done 
eicher rightfally or wrongfully, the person who had done 
it could not be allowed to say that be had done it a 
fully. For instance, if a lease could only have validly 
made under a power, the leseor would not be allowed to 
say that he had not granted it under the power. ‘This wasa 
universal rule. Ifa trustee placed 100 sovereigns of trust- 
money in a bag, and then put into the bag 100 sovereigns of 
his own, and afterwards took out 100 sovereigns and used 
them for his own purposes, it was quite clear that he could not 
be heard to allege that the 100 sovereigns then taken out 


| were the trust money, and not his own money. It was quite 


clear that the money taken out must be deemed to have 
been his own money. What diffexence could it make that the 
money, instead of being put into a bag, was deposited with 
the trustee’s own money in a bank ? Why shonld then 

act of drawing out money indicate an intention to draw out 
the trust money rather than hisown? The rale in 0 

case Was.a very convenient rule, but it was founded on a mene 














S86 28 ee FoG FRE 


s 


Sesteoes & 


Swe e Sooo eevee SarroSR FESR CSE TSQERT 2. 





ates 


Feb. 14, 1880. 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


289 








= 


a of law which must give way when the facts led 


contrary inference. On principle his lordship thought 

that the presumption that the trustee intended to act rightly 
-ooght to prevail, and the only difficulty in the way of so 
holding was the decision in Pennell v. Defell, and 
the subsequent cases in which it had been followed. 
‘That was, no doubt, the decision of a court of co- 
ordinate jurisdiction with the present Court of Appeal, and 
the case was decided some years ago. But, on the other 
hand, that which must be in any decided case a guide to 
fature judges was simply the expression of a principle 
which was to be gathered from the judgment, and that part 
ofthe decision in Pennell vy. Defell, which was only a minor 
part of that case, though it exactly applied to the present 
case, appeared to his lordship to be inconsistent with the 
principles laid down in the jadgment. The decision must 
‘be looked at as a whole, and the principle ought to be 
followed in preference to the particular mis@pplication of 
the principle. It was true that that part of the decision 
‘had been since followed in several cases, of which some 
were in the Court of Appeal. But this was not one of 
‘those cases in which the courts had refused to disturb 
decisions which they thought erroneous because they had 
jaid down rules of conduct which had been since uni- 
versally acted upon. The decision in Pennell v. Deffell could 
aot have established any such rule of conduct. No human 
being could ever have given credit to a man on the suppo- 
sition that he would misappropriate trust money, and thus 
increase his assets, or that he would pay the trust moneys 
into his bankers, and then draw out a larger sum for his 
own use. The case could not have established any rule 
f conduct affecting the transactions of mankind, and it 
would be, not deference to authority, but a mis- 
ase of authority, if the court were, because of Pennell 
vy. Deffell, to refuse to act on its own view of what was 
sight. Baccatuay, L.J., agreed in the view of the Master 
of the Rolls, and said that he thought that the Lords 
Justices did not intend, in Pennell v. Deffell, to lay down the 
general proposition that in all cases tue presumption that 
a trustee intended to act honestly was to be controlled by 
the rule as to the appropriation of payments as between 
fanker andcustomer. He thought that there must have been 
#ome special circumstances which did not appear in the 
weport. And he pointed out that in that case the applica- 
tion of the rule in Clayton's case only made a difference of 
£65 to the appellant, who had succeeded in his appeal to 
the extent of £4,000, and that his counsel did not choose to 
exercise their right of reply. Tuesicer, L.J., though he 
agreed in the view of the other members of the court, inde- 
endently of authority, felt himself bound by the authorities 
to affirm the decision of Fry, J. He said that the very 
point now raised was di d and decidedin Pennell v. Deffell. 
That case was decided in 1853, and it had since been acted 
upon, and had never been treated as depending on special 
<ireumstances. It was true that in overruling it no injustice 
or inconvenience would be committed sach as would arise in 
‘cases where, on the faith of a particular rule of law having 
been correctly laid down, business affairs had been for some 
time condacted, the practice of conveyancers had been regu- 
er titles to property of any kind had been acquired. 

But he thought that that consideration was one proper to in- 
@nence the mind of a superior tribunal asked to overrule a 
ent of inferior tribunals, although of long standing 
eften followed, rather than to afford a ground for a court 
disregarding such a judgment when given Y and followed 
in tribunals of co-ordinate jurisdiction. e thought that 
‘the law laid down in Pennell v. Deffell was binding upon 
the Ceurt of Appeal. It should be added that Baceatray, 
., expressed an opinion that the rule in Clayton’s case 
Would apply as between different cestuis que trust in a case 
where the total balance to the trustee’s credit was less than 
‘the whole amount of the trust funds which he had misappro- 
Priated. We may also mention that the successful 
appellant asked to be allowed the costs of a shorthand 
writer’s notes of the judgment of the court below, and 
Jesse, M.R., said that though asa general rule the Court 
of Appeal did not allow the costs of notes of the evidence in 
olla below, it would allow those of uotes of the judg- 





PartnersHip—ReEverENce To ARBITRATION—CHARGE OF 
®aavyp—Disorerion.—In a case of Russell y. Russell, before 








the Master of the Rolls, on the 6th inst., a question arose 
whether the court would refer all matters ia dispute ina 
partnership to arbitration, under the clause to that effeet 
in the articles, this action having been commenced fora 
dissolution and the usual account. The defendant moved 
to refer all matters in dispute to arbitration, bat the 
plaintiff resisted the motion, on the ground that he had 
made charges of fraud, which he desired to have tried in 
open court. For the plaintiff it was submitted that the 
case of Willesford v. Watson (21 W. R. 350) showed 
that in every case in which there was an allegation of fraud 
the court would refuse to direct a reference to arbitration. 
JESSEL, M.R., considered that the rules laid down in that 
ease were not satisfactory, and that the rales applicable to 
a@ case where fraud was alleged on one side or the other 
were as follows:—Where personal fraud was in issue he 
agreed that it was within the discretion of the court to say 
that, where one of the two parties desired it, the matter 
should not be referred to arbitration. It made, however, 
a considerable difference which party objected to the 
reference. If the party charged with the fraud did not 
desire the arbitration, he could quite understand the court 
saying it would not refer a question of character against a 
man’s will to a private arbitrator. In that case it seemed 
to him almost a matter of course to refuse the reference, 
The same considerations by no means appiied where the 
publicity was desired by the person charging the fraud. 
His character was not at stake, and the other side might 
very well say the very object of the arbitration was to 
prevent the matter becoming public, It mast be an injary, 
as a rule, to the person charged with the fraud to have it 
published; and he was not satisfied that the mere 
desire of the person charging the fraud was a sufficient 
reason for the court refusing to send the case to arbitra- 
tion. On the particular facts of the case, his lordship 
thought that not even a primd facie case of fraud was made 
out, and therefore he directed a reference of all matters in 
dispute in the usual way. 


Artizans’ Dwetiines Act, 1875, Scnepunz, cu. LI— 
Powexs or ArpiTRATOR—OmIssIon oF NAME From PRovi- 
SIONAL AwarD.—In the case of Carr v. Metropolitan Board 
of Works, a question arose as to the construction of clause 
11 in the schedule to the Artizans’ Dwellings Act, 1875. By 
the schedule the mode is pointed out in which lands are to 
be taken compulsorily by a local authority for the purposes 
of the Act. All lands to be taken compulsorily have to be 
scheduled by the local authority, and such schedule is re- 
quired to be deposited with the confirming authority—é.e., 
in the case of the Metropolitan Board, the Seeretary of 
State. The confirming authority have then, according to 
clause 4 of ius » ..:.clo to the Act, to appoint an arbi- 
trator, to whom the schedule of lands required is de- 
livered, and the local authority then, by clause 6, have to 
publish a requisition requiring owners of lands scheduled to 
come in and make their claims before the arbitrator. The 
arbitrator must then, by clauses 7 and 8, adjudicate upon 
the claims and frame a provisional award stating the com- 
pensation he considers as payable in respect of the several 
interests in the scheduled lands. By clause 10 notice of the 
provisional award is to be given; and by clause 11 the arbi- 
trator is then to hold meetings, and to hear and determine 
“any objections which may then and there be made to such 
provisional award by any person interested therein, and may 
take any measures which he may deem proper for in- 
ing the compensation payable in respect of the scheduled 
lands, or the justice or propriety of any other matter of 
such provisional award.’ ‘The arbitrator, after he has 
heard objections and made such inquiries and alterations in 
the provisional award as he thinks necessary, is to confirm 
the award, which is then absolutely binding upon all persons, 
subject toan appeal to a jury to assess the compensation. 
In the present case the plaintiff was entitled to a leasehold 
interest. required for improvements under the Act, but 
although the land appeared in the original schedule, his 
interest was, by some slip, omitted from the provisional 
award, and no sum was given as compensation in respect 
thereof. Before the award was confirmed the omission was 
discovered, and the arbitrator then summoned the plaintiff 
before him to state his claim. The plaintiff did accordingly 
appear before the arbitrator, and he said that if he was 
awarded enough he should not object to the technical slip 
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that had occurred. The arbitrator subsequently awarded a 
sum in respect of the plaintiff’s interest, and altered the 
provisional award accordingly, but the plaintiff objected 
to the amount, and brought this action to restrain the 
defendants from taking possession, The point was argued 
whether the arbitrator had jurisdiction to act as he had 
done. Jzsset, M.R., was of opinion that the plaintiff, 
although his name did not appear in the provisional 
award, was a person “interested” within the 11th 
clause. He was “interested” to this extent, to see 
that his name did appear, and that the provisional 
award was framed as it ought to be. The arbitrator 
had, therefore, jurisdiction to amend the award under 
those words. But even if the plaintiff was not a person 
“interested” in the provisional award, still he thought the 
arbitrator had power under the later words of the 11th 
clause to take such measures as he thought fit to ascertain 
the compensation payable in respect of any of the scheduled 
lands. In his opinion the arbitrator had taken the proper 
steps to ascertain what compensation was payable to the 
plaintiff in respect of his interest, and that his proceedings 
had been perfectly regular. The plaintiff had, therefore, 
nothing to complain of, and the action was dismissed, with 
costs. 


Mayor’s Covrt—Pronisition—Petry Bac—JurispI0c- 
TION OF JUDGES oF HicH CoURT TO DISCHARGE WRIT.— 
In a case of Cross y. Lyon, before the Master of the 
Rolls on the 10th inst., a motion was made to discharge a 
writ of prohibition issued to the Mayor's Court out of the 
Petty Bag Office, on the ground that the cause of action 
arose eolely within the city of London. It appeared that a 
judge of one of the common law divisions sitting at 
chambers had refused to discharge the writ, considering that 
he had no jurisdiction to do so. An application was now 
made to the Master of the Rolls to discharge the writ of 
prohibition issued out of the Petty Bag, on the ground that 
he alone had jurisdiction to deal with the matter. JESSEL, 
M.R., said that some misapprehension must exist. 
By the Judicature Act, 1873, all the jurisdiction 


of the Master of the Rolls, except as Keeper of the 
Rolls, had been transferred to the judges of the High Court, 
and every judge had now jurisdiction to discharge a writ of 
prohibition issuing out of the Petty Bag. He could not 
deal with the present case, as the judge in chambers had 
already adjudicated on the question, and he had no power 


to hear an appeal from that judge. 


The application must, 
therefore, be dismissed, with costs. 


TRADE-MARK — INFRINGEMENT — SALE — KNowLEDGE— 
Rieut To Account.—In a case of Ellen v. Slack, before 
the Master of the Rolls on the 10th inst., a question arose 
whether, on a motion for an injunction to restrain the 
defendant from selling certain articles, in infringement of 
the plaintiff's registered trade-mark, the plaintiff was 
entitled to an account of profits where the defendant offered 
to consent to a perpetual injunction with costs, and where 
he alleged that he had sold the pirated articles without any 
knowledge of their being a piracy, and on hearing 
that they were pirated, had at jonce desisted from any 
furthur sales. It was argued for the defendant, on the 
authority of Edelsten v. Edelsten (1 De G. J. & S. 185), that 
where there was no guilty knowledge, the plaintiff was not 
entitled to an account of profits as well as the injunction. 
JESSEL, M.R., was of opinion that where, as here, the de- 
fendant had bought and sold the goods without notice of 
the infringement, the plaintiff was not entitled to an account 
of profits. He therefore gave the plaintiff simply a 
perpetual injunction with costs. 


TD 


Brits or Sate Act, 1878, s, 10, suB-sEcTiIon 1—Ex- 
PLANATION BY Soxiciror.—On the 29th ult., in Baghott 
v. Norman, which was a motion to restrain the lender 
on a bill of sale from taking possession, MALins, 
V.C., expressed a strong opinion that the solicitor 
required by the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, s. 10, sub-section 
1, to attest and explain, must be the solicitor of the borrower, 
and not of the lender. In a later motion on the same day, 
in Hill vy. Kirkwood, a bill of sale was disputed, on the 
ground that it was not explained ; the solicitor, who was 
alleged to have omitted to explain, was the partner 








=a 
of the Jender’s solicitor. The motion stood over to effect’, 
compromise, Marins, V.C., saying that if the case came on 

again, he should in all probability hold the bill of sale void, 
on the ground that the solicitor ought to be the borrower's, 

and not the lender’s, solicitor. 


PartTNERSHIP—EXPIRATION OF TERM—CONTINUATION oF 
BustyeEss witnour Freso ArticLEsS—APPLICATION oF Op 
ArticLEs.—In a case of Cow v. Willoughby, before Fry, J, 
on the 7th inst., the question arose whether a clause in 
articles of partnership was applicable to a partnership at 
will, which had, on the expiration of the term limited by 
the articles, been constituted by the carrying on of the 
business by the partners without the execution of any 
fresh articles. The partnership was between solicitors, and 
the articles provided that it should continue for fifteen years, 
One of the clauses provided that, on the decease of C., one of 
the partners, before the expiration of the term of fifteen 
years, the surviving or other partner, or partners, should 
pay to his executors or administrators his proportion of 
the profits of the business up to the day of his death, and 
also the sum of £1,500 as the purchase-money for his 
interest in the goodwill of the business. Another clause 
contained similar provisions in case of the death of the other 
partners respectively before the expiration of the term 
There were three partners originally, C., L., and W.; L, 
died before the expiration of the term, and the busines 
was continued by OC. and W., until the expiration of the 
term. After the term had expired the business was still 
continued by the two, no new articles being entered into, 
but the profits were divided in the same proportions as 
before. ©. died before W., and his executors brought the 
action, claiming payment of the £1,500 by W., and the 
question was whether the provision in the articles as to the 
£1,500 was applicable to the partnership at will which 
subsisted after the expiration of the fifteen years’ term. 
Fry, J., held that the provision was applicable, and that the 
£1,500 must be paid by the defendant. His lordship thought 
that the general statement in Mr, Justice Lindley’s Law 
of Partnership (4th ed. vol, 2, p. 823) was accurate :—“ If 
a partnership, originally entered into for a definite time, 
is continued after the expiration of that time, without any 
new agreement, the articles under which the partnership 
was first carried on continue, so far as they are applicable 
to a partnership at will, to regulate the rights and obliga- 
tions of the partners inter se. . . Even where a 
partnership is entered into for a term of years, and the 
articles provide for events happening during the term, the 
above rule is still applied.” His lordship thought that this 
was a more accurate statement than that which was made in 
the judgment of Sir A. Hart in Booth vy. Parks (1 Moll. 
466), that, “the partners, after the expiration of the 
partnership term, continuing to carry on the trade 
without a new deed, all the old covenants are infused 
into the new series of transactions, with the single exception 
of the covenant for duration,” His lordship thought that 
the exception extended to every provision of the articles 
which was inconsistent with the new partnership ; all those 
provisions which were inconsistent did not apply. In his 
lordship’s judgment, the provision for the payment of the: 
£1,500 on the death of C. was quite consistent with the new 
partnership, and therefore the defendant was bound by it. 
No doubt the case of Cookson v. Cookson (8 Sim. 529) was, 
to some extent, at variance with this conclusion, but in his 
lordship’s view that case was not consistent with the later 
case of Essex v, Essex (20 Beav. 442), and he preferred to 
follow Essex vy. Essex. Moreover, in the present case, there 
were mutual provisions for the death of either of the 
partners, and these provisions were so convenient, and s0 
congruous to a partnership at will, that he saw no reason 
why they should not apply to it. The £1,500 must accord~ 
ingly be paid to the plaintiffs. 





Mr. Baron Huddleston’s medica] attendant writes to the 
Times to state that the learned judge ‘‘has been seriously 
ill for several weeks under the care of Mr. Buckston Browne, 
in consultation with Sir Henry Thompson and myself; but 
be has not undergone any operation, nor has there been an 
idea of one. He is convalescent, and has gone to Bournemou 
to-day to complete his recovery.” 
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BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the Birmingham Law Society 
was held on the 4th inst., at the Law Library, Wellington. 
e, and was largely attended. Mr. J. Marigold pre- 
sided, and among those present were Councillors T. Mar- 
tineau and G. J. Johnson, Messrs. T. Assinder, A. A. 
Baker, S. Balden, jun., J. C. Bloxham, J. Brown, A. G. 
Buller, A. Canning, J. B. Carslake, J. Chirm, J. B. Clarke, 
. M. Coleman, H. D. Crompton, T. S. Eddowes, T. A. 
Garland, A. Godlee, T. Horton (hon. sec.), 8. S. Horton, 
g. H. Lee, T. G. Lee, L. W. Lewis, F. W. Lowe, M. Mari- 
gold, T. Marlow, W. Morgan, H. Parisb, A. Pointon, E. B. 
Rawlings, J. Rider, Jacob Rowlands, L. P. Rowley, T. H. 
Russell, C, T. Saunders, J. Smallwood, H. L. Smith, G. T. 
Smith, S. N. Solomon, T. E. Spencer, J. T. Springthorpe, 
J. E. Stone, EH. Westwood. 

The PrEsIpENT, in moving the adoption of the report, 
geferred to the loss of members by death. With regard to 
the finances of the society, he said that with the example 
of the loss by fire of the Free Library, the committee had 
thought it necessary to go to extra expense to render the 
dibrary as far as possible fire-proof. Concerning their 
library, he learot that since the last catalogue was brought 
out in the year 1873, they had purchased or acquired 
upwards of 3,000 valuable books. The library now con- 
taived upwards of 6,000 volumes, a fact which said much 
forthe industry of those who had been engaged in bringing 
about that magnificent result. In addition to the law 
reports which they previously possessed, they had acquired 
all the old reports, the volumes of the Record Commission, 
anda complete series of the local, personal, and private 
Acts of Parliament from the first of George III. to the pre- 
sent time. They had also a goodly lot of Parliamentary 
papers, and treatises upon Scotch law. He thought the 
latter would be a great assistance to the members 
whenever they might have to deal with any ques- 
tions arising in connection with Scotch law. All this 


could not have been accomplished without a great deal of 


labour and of money. As regarded the labour, he believed 
it had been a labour of love and devotion on the part of 
their honorary secretary, Mr. Horton. It was mainly due 
to the efforts of that gentleman that they had obtained so 
magnificent a library. With reference to what was stated 
in the report as to the site of the new Birmingham County 
Court, he did not wish to press the matter further, but 
they felt very strongly that the course which had been 
adopted was not one which ought to have been taken 
by their municipal council. It showed that it would 
be necessary for them to watch all similar proceedings in 
éuture. 

Mr. J. B. CLARKE seconded the adoption of the report, 
and Mr. C. T.Saunpers having directed the attention of 
the members to legislative proposals likely to occupy the 
attention of Parliament during the ensuing sesson, the 
motion was carried. 

The gold medal of the society was then presented by the 
president to Mr. Spofforth, of Lichfield, highly eulogising 
che perseverance and ability which that gentleman had 
displayed. 

A vote of thanks was passed to Mr. H. Glaisyer and 
Mr. F. W. Lowe, the retiring auditors, and Messrs. J. B. 
Clarke and A, Godlee were appointed as their successors. 

Qn the motion of Mr. C. T. SaunpeRs, seconded by 
Councillor THomas MArtTiInEAU, a cordial vote of thanks 
was passed to Mr. T. Horton for his devotion to his duties 
as honorary secretary. 

A ballot for committee resulted in the re-election of the 
setiring members. 

On the motion of Mr. W. Morean, seconded by Mr. 
CARSLAKE, & vote of thanks was passed to the president, 
and the proceedings terminated. 


The following are extracts from the report of the com- 
mittee:— 

Bankruptcy Bill.—Very early in the last session of Parlia- 
ment the Lord Chancellor presented .to the House of Lords a 
“* Bill to consolidate and amend the law of bankruptcy,” 
which speedily passed through the Lords, and was introduced 





into the House of Commons on the 26th of March, 1879. A 
report on the Bill, prepared by Mr. G. J. Johnson, was 
Pog oe by your committee, and which contained, in addition 
to detailed criticisms on several clauses of the Bill, some pre- 
liminary objections to its general scheme. The substance of 
these objections was that the proposed machinery would be 
found too cumbrous and therefore too costly, and that whilst 
it provided for much unnecessary official interference, it 
would be found wanting in real and efficient official control. 
They urged that the necessary formalities should involve 
only the following proceedings, namely :— 

1, A petition to the court giving it jurisdiction, which 
might be called by any name, but the consequences of which 
should be, when presented by the debtor—(a) To transfer all 
the debtor’s property and right of disposition to an officia 
trustee, and therefore—(+) To restrain, by notice merely, all 
proceedings by individual creditors. 

2. There should then be a meeting of creditors called, and 
that meeting should decide in what way the debtor and his 
property are to be dealt with, and any “ arrangement” 
should be required to be completed by the assent of a majority 
in number representing three-fourths in value of the whole of 
the creditors. 

8. If nosuch arrangement is made, the debtor should then 
be in bankruptcy, and so styled, and must apply to the court 
for his discharge, with the consent of a given proportion of 
his creditors. 

A copy of this report was sent to the law lords, and 
many influential members of the House of Commons. In 
the month of July, when it was found impossible to pass the 
original Bill of 159 clauses, it was suddenly cut down toa 
new Bill of forty-seven clauses, and your committee notice 
with satisfaction that most of the suggestions made in their 
report for diminishing the number of forms and meetings 
were adopted. The shortening of the Bill was accomplished 
by providing that general rules might be made on the subject- 
matters of all clauses which were struck out, some of them 
very important—e.g., the alteration of the present rule as to 
valuing securities, This mode of legislation by delegation your 
committee feel to be most objectionable, as it necessarily 
deprives the commercial community of the knowledge of 
what is intended to be done, and their constitutional right to 
make their wants and opinions known to the Legislature 
The Bill, however, owing to pressure of other public business, 
was ultimately withdrawn on the 7th of. August, but it is 
understood it will be re-introduced in the forthcoming session. 

Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879.—On the introduction of 
this measure into the House of Commons, the same was 
referred to Mr. W. H. King and Mr. Joseph Rowlands for 
consideration, and their observations thereon were printed 
and sent to the members of the Select Committee then sitting 
upon the Bill. Several of the suggestions made were adopted, 
and the Act effects important reforms in the administration 
of criminal law and magisterial procedure. 

County Court Bills, 1879.—These Bills were considered as 
soon as introduced to the Legislature, but as it soon became 
evident from the state of public business that no legislation 
on the subject was probable during the then session, no 
definite consideration was given thereto. 

Provisional Entry of Causes for Trial at Warwick in the 
Birmingham District Registry.— Your committee call atten- 
tion to the *‘ Rales of the Supreme Court, December, 
1879,” which came into operation on the 22nd of December 
last, and under which, after notice of trial in any action 
or issue to be tried at Warwick, either party may before 
the commission day enter the action or issue for trial in 
the district registry at Birmingham. The rules also pro- 
vide for entering in other district registries actions or 
issues standing for trial at other assize towns. It should 
be stated that this concession is due to the action taken 
by the law societies of Liverpool and Manchester. 

New County Court Buildings.—Early in June last, an 
announcement appeared in the public papers that a site on 
the line of the new improvement scheme, at the junction 
of Lichfield-street and Newton-street, had been selected 
whereon to erect @ new county court and offices with the 
offices of the district registry of the High Court of Justice. 
Your committee deeming such site to be must unsuitable 
and inconvenient, at once convened a meetiug of the legal 
profession practising in Birmingham to consider the 
question, and at which nearly every office-in the town was 
represented, and the views of the committee were unani- 
mously confirmed. A memorial to the Board of Works, 
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setting forth in detail the objections to the site, was ap- 
proved by the meeting, and representations of the like 
purport were also made from the meeting to the Treasury 
and to the Lord Chancellor. The views, so expressed, 
were also shared by the judge and the registrars of the 
county court. Mr. Evans, as your president, and Mr. 
Thomas Horton, as your honorary secretary, attended as a 
deputation to the Board of Works, when an attentive 
consideration was given by the First Commissioner, 
Mr. Noel, to their representations, and a request 
was made for information ag to other alternative sites 
which the deputation stated to be available, Mr. 
Evans and Mr. Horton, with Mr. G. J. Johnson, attended 
the First Commissioner of Works asecond time with plans 
and particulars of alternative sites, all of which were, in 
the opinion of your committee, preferable, and could have 
been acquired at a less cost than the site selected in 
Lichfield-street. To the surprise of the deputation, they 
were at that interview told that their action was too late, 
as a lease of the Lichfield-street site, giving to the lessees 
an option to acquire the freehold at an agreed price, bearing 
the seal of the corporation of Birmingham, was produced, 
and the deputation were also informed that unless the 
corporation were willing to relieve the Board of Works 
from the lease, the board could not interfere. Further 
inquiry led to the disclosure that the Improvement Com - 
mittee of the town council, not only without authority, but 
in contravention of the limited and strictly-defined powers 
delegated to them by the council, had for some months 
been in negotiation with the agents of the Board of Works, 
resulting in the arrangement for a lease and virtual sale 
of the site in question, and though the Improvement Com- 
mitte had to that date twice reported to the council, no 
mention of any arrangement, or even of the negotiations 
with the Board of Works, was made ; and when an intima- 
tion appeared in the public press of a meeting of the legal 
profession to consider the question, the seal of the corpora- 
tion was, on the same day, and withovt the authority of 
the council, affixed to a lease, and the document sent as a 
valid instrument to the Board of Works. Your committee, 
conceiving that the town council as representatives of the 
community would accept the suggested inquiry, memorial- 
ized that body, setting forth the objections to the Lichfield- 
street site, and urging the concurrence of the council in a 
request to the Board of Works that, before any site was 
definitely adopted, an inquiry should be had as to the most 
suitable site then available for the important buildings 
proposed to be erected. The memorial was presented by 
Mr. Martineau, and ably supported by him, Mr. Edwards, 
and Mr. Johnson, but the proposal for giving effect to the 
views of the memorialists was rejected by a vote of forty- 
three against fifteen, and a resolntion was adopted in effect 
approving the proceedings of the Improvement Committee 
n negotiating the lease and virtual sale of the Lichfield - 
street site, in direct contravention of their strictly-defined 
powers, and after action was taken by the legal profession 
in opposition to the site, in affixing without any authority 
whatever the seal of the corporation to the lease. Your 
committee cannot but regard the action of the Improve- 
ment Committee—the subsequent rejection by the town 
council of the reasonable request for inquiry, and their 
ratification of the Improvement Committee’s unauthorized 
proceedings—as a grave irregularity in the administration 
of municipal affairs. The question of the proper site for so 
important a judicial tribunal as the county court, with 
the district registries of the High Court of Justice, is 
one in which the community are much more interested 
than are the legal profession, and by the adoption of the 
Lichfield-street site, consequent upon the action of the 
Improvement Committee and the town council, and as to 
the latter body in defiance of an urgent request for an 
inquiry, your committee feel the true interests of all have 
been disregarded. 

Gold Medal Prize.—Your committee have awarded the 
prize for the year 1879 to Mr. Fairfax Spofforth, of 
Lichfield, a prizeman at the November examination of 
candidates for admission on the ro‘] of solicitors of the 
Supreme Court. Mr. Spofforth was articled to Messrs. 
Barnes & Russell, of Lichfield, who are members of your 
society, and becomes eligible to take the prize under the 
altered regulations referred to in your committee’s report 
to the annual meeting last year. 





The presentation will be made to Mr. Spofforth at this 
meeting. 

Preliminary Examination.—During the year four exam. 
inations have been held in Birmingham, and Mr. C, T. 
Saunders has supplied the following statistics of the 
result :— 

Date, February 12 and 13—Examiners, M. A. Fitter and 
E. H. Lee; candidates, 19; passed, 17; postponed, 1; 
absent, 1. May 14 and 15—Examiners, J. Marigold 
and A. Canning; candidates, 25; passed, 19; post 
poned, 6. July 9 and 10—Examiners, C. T. Saunders 
and E. Sargant ; candidates,11; passed, 9; postponed, 
2. October 29 and 30—Examiners, A. Canning and 
F. W. Lowe ; candidates, 15; passed, 12; postponed, 2; 
absent, 1. 


WORCESTER AND WORCESTERSHIRE LAW 
SOCIETY. 


The general annual meeting of this society was held in the 
library on the 28th ult., Mr. T. G. Hyde, vice-president, in 
the chair. There were also present, Mr. Stallard, Mr. R 
P. Hill, Mr. Curtler, Mr. Parker, Mr. Hughes, Mr. Bird, 
Mr. H. Corbett, Mr. T. G. Stallard, Mr. Caldecott, Mr. 
Jeffery, Mr. Davis, Mr. W. W. A. Tree, aud Mr. Allen, 
secretary. 

The treasurer’s accounts for the past year having been 
audited and passed by two auditors, the annual yeport of” 
the committee was then read by the secretary. 

It was proposed by the PresipENt, and seconded by Mr. 
Parker, and carried :—That the report of the committee as. 
read be adopted. 

It was proposed by Mr. Martin CurTier, and seconded 
by Mr. R. P. Hixz, and carried unanimously :—That Mr, 
T. G. Hyde be elected president for the ensuing year. 

It was proposed by Mr. Parker, and seconded by Mr. 
SrauaRp, and carried unanimously :—That Mr. W. P. 
Hughes be elected vice-president. 

It was proposed by Mr. STALLARD, and seconded by Mr. 
CurTLER, and carried unanimously :—That Mr. William. 
Allen be appointed secretary and treasurer for the ensuing 
year. 

The following gentlemen were elected on the committee 
for the ensuing year in addition to the ex-ofieio mem- 
bers :—Messrs. Southal], Beale, Parker, H. Corbett, and 
Davis. 

It was proposed by Mr, CurTLER and seconded by Mr. 
R. P. Hit, and carried :—That a sum of £5 be given ont. 
of the funds of the society for providing prizes for the 
Worcester and Worcestershire Law Studentsa’ Society 
under regulations to be made by the committee. 

It was proposed by Mr. Bratz and seconded by Mr, 
T. G. SrattarD, and carried unanimously :—That Mr, 
John Stallard, jun., be elected a member of this society, 
and upon a ballot being taken, Mr. John Stallard was duly 
elected. 

It was proposed by Mr. Curtier, seconded by Mr.. 
Parker, and carried unanimously :—That the committee 
be requested to consider the question as to this society 
being incorporated and as to the desirability of purchasing 
the building, and to report their views to a future 
meeting. 

It was proposed by the PresipENnt, seconded by Mr. 
PARKER, and carried unanimously :—That the best thanks 
of the society ke given to the late president, vice-president, 
and to the secretary and treasurer for their past services. 


The following are extracts from the report of the eom- 
mittee :-— 

The treasurer’s accounts have been audited, showing % 
balance of £62 10s, 10d. in favour of the society. A copy 
of the balance-sheet accompanies this report. Your com- 
mittee have to congratulate the members on the satisfactory 
state of the society’s finances, more especially as it will be 
necessary, at no distant period, to obtain larger aceommoda- 
tion for the purposes of the library, as the present room is 
now overcrowded with books. Your committee have con- 
sidered the possibility of purchasing the entire building, 
which, if accomplished, would give greater accommodation for 
the library department, and the other part might possibly be 
used as an auction room for sale of real property mu 
required. ‘The subject has been mentioned to the solieitox 
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of the proprietors of the Old City Library, who has the | y4nCHESTER LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING™ 
matter under his consideration. SOCIETY. 


Your committee have had before them the several County 
Courts Bills which were introduced into Parliament during 
the past year, also the Lord Chancellor's Bankruptcy 
Bill and other Bills which were considered and reported 
upop, bat as they were not proceeded with your committee 
dv not think it necessary further to refer to them, 

Upon the Bill to amend the law relating to the Summary 
Jarisdiction of Magistrates, Mr. Martin Curtler, one of the 
committee, to whom the Bill was referred by the com- 
mittee, made a valuable report, and your committee came 
to the conclusion that it would be unwise to abolish impri- 
sonment for debt in all cases of disobedience to orders of 
justices for payment of a sum of money, and that such a 
change in the law would, especially. in bastardy cases, be 
productive of great hardship. 

Your committee having received copies of resolutions of 
several provincial law societies upon the subject. of solici- 
tors attesting bills of sale when presented for attestation 
by other persons than solicitors, came to the conclusion that 
it was the duty of a solicitor to attest such documents by 
. emilee presented, and passed a resolution to that 
effect. 

Your committee would wish to congratulate the profes- 
sion generally upon the improved system of conducting the 
examination of candidates for admission on the rolls which 
has been established by the Incorporated Law Society—it 
having now been decided to have voluntary examinations 
for honours, with class lists, and which your committee feel 
will be a great incentive to law students, and of advantage 
to the profession. 





Law StuYent’s Sournal. 


THE INNER TEMPLE. 


The Masters of the Bench have awarded pupil scholar- 
- of 100 guineas each to the undermentioned students : 
—Common law, Mr. R. H. Griffin; equity, Mr. W. P. 
Pain ; and real property law, Mr. A. B, Winter. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The weekly meeting of this society was held at the Law 
Institution on Tuesday evening last. Mr. Ellis in the chair. 
The subject for discussion was the following:—“ Is it 
desirable that women should be admitted to professions and 
to a larger and more direct influence in public life than they 
now possess,” and was opened by Mr. Lloyd Jones in a 
carefully reasoned speech supporting the affirmative. Mr. 
Morice opposed Mr. L!oyd Jones and was followed in the 
negative by Messrs. Raymond, Barker, Hutton, Chater, Hems- 
ley, and Barry. Messrs, Thomas, Stevens, Neale, Bramley, 
Napier, Cowdell, and Serjeant spoke in the affirmative. 
The debate throughout was of an animated character, and 
the motion was decided in the affirmative by the majority of 
one. The debate next Tuesday will be upon the following 
motion: ‘* Bequest of a sum of money. to trustees on trast to 
repair certain tombstones thereout, and to pay the surplus 
toA. The first trust being void, is A. entitled to the whole 
=~ ?” and will be opened in the affirmative by Mr. E. P. 

Ouse. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of the above society was held on the evening 
of Wednesday last at Clement’s-inn Hall, when tho subject 
debated was “ That it is desirable to establish a school of 
law where bar students and articled clerks should be 
educated together.” Mr. R. B.D. Acland opened in the 
affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. Nelham, W. C. 
Owen, R. Gwynne, Templer, and C. Kains-Jackson; whilst 
Messrs, Payne, H. Greaves, E. H. Pickersgill, E. F, Spence, 
and E, Robinson opposed. Mr, Acland having replied, and 
the chairman (Mr. D’A. B. Collier) having summed up, the 
~ motion was put to the vote and carried by a majority of 


was held at the Law Library, Cross-street Chambers, 
when the chair was taken by Mr. Harrison Falkner- 
Blair, barrister-at-law. The minutes of the last meeting 
having been read by the hon. secretary (Mr. T. W. 


the absence of Mr. Sykes, to open the debate in favour of 


‘“‘ A railway company has acquired land for the purpose of 
its line, an adjacent proprietor puts a building on his land, 
Is the company entitled to put up a hoarding on its own 
land opposite the building so as to prevent the owner thereof 
acquiring a continuous right to light and air across the 
line of the railway?” The affirmative view of the ques- 
tion waa supported by Messrs, Ellison, Morris, Hewitt, 


behalf of the negative, and was followed by Messrs. Sully, 
Hardman, Rycroft, Winser, Butcher, and Rayner. Mr. 
Price having replied, the chairman summed up and the 
question having been put to the meeting was decided in the 
negative by a majority of nine votes. A vote of thanks to 
the chairman, proposed by Mr. Norton, seconded by Mr 
Morris, brought the meeting to a close. 








Appointuents, Ete. 


Mr. Cuartes But iin, solicitor (of the firm of Butlin & 
Parr), of Nottingham, has been elected President of the 
Nottingham Incorporated Law Society for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Butlin was admitted a solicitor in 1842. 


Mr. Cuartes Dickinson Fretp, LL.D., has been ap- 
pointed a Member of the Bengal Legislative Council. Mr. 
Field is an LL.D. of Trinity College, Dublin. He is a 
member of the Bengal Civil Service, and he was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1870. 


Mr. Francis Henry Jeune, barrister, has been appointed’ 
Chancellor of the Dioceses of Bangor and St. Davids, in 
succession to the late Mr. Archibald John Stephens, Q.C. 
Mr. Jeune is the son of the late Right Rev. Francis Jeune, 
D.D., Bishop of Peterborough. He was educated at Harrow, 
and was formerly scholar of Balliol College, Oxford, where he 
graduated first class in Litere Humaniores in 1865. He 
obtained the Stanhope Prize in 1863, and the Arnold Prize 
in 1867, and he was afterwards elected a fellow of Hertford 
College. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple ia 
Michaelmas Term, 1868, and he practises on the South- 
Eastern Circuit and in the ecclesiastical courts. 


Mr. Cuartes Horace Retty, barrister, of Calcutta, has- 
been appointed Lecturer in Law at the Bengal Presidency 
College. Mr. Reily was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Trinity Term, 1870, and he is one of the official 
reporters of the High Court at Calcutta. 


Mr. Epwarp WHIt.ey, solicitor, of Liverpool, who hag 
been elected M.P. for that borough in the Conservative 
interest, is the son of Mr. John Whitley, solicitor. He was 
born in 1825, and was educated at Rugby. He wasadmitted 
a solicitor in 1849, and is now in partnership with Mr, 
Francis Thornhill Maddock. Mr. Whitley is a magistrate 
for Liverpool, and a town councillor for Everton Ward, and 
he was mayor of the borough in 1867. He was president of 
the Liverpool Incorporated Law Society in 1877. 





DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


WittiaM Cuance Quareett and Epwarp NeviNsoy, 
solicitors, Great Malvern, Worcester (Quarrell & Nevi n)- 
January 1. (Gazette, February 6.) 

JoHN Tanner Ray and Rozert Crovcn Rosson, 
solicitors, Keighley, York (Ray & Robinson). February 2. 
(Gazette, February 6.) 

BensaMIN Harpwick and Gzorce Frercuer Jongs, 
solicitors, 9, Old Broad-street and 53, King William-street, 
London (Hardwick & Jones). Benjamin Hardwick will in 
future continue the said business on his own account, 





January 1. (Gazette, February 10.) 


The eighth meeting of the session of this society ~ 


the affirmative, The subject for discussion was as follows :-—- 


J. C. Wilson, and Norton. Mr. Hodgkinson replied on - 


€ 


Millar) and passed, the chairman called upon Mr. Price, in 
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Companies. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jomnt Stock Companizs. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


BRockELBANK Sarprinc Company, Limitep.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Feb 4, directed to be heard before the M.R., on Feb 
14, Bircham and Co, Austin Friare, solicitors for the petitioner 

INOXIDATION AND PLATINUM COATING OF METALS Company, LIMITED.— 
Petition for winding up, presented Feb 4, directed to be heard 
before the M.R., on Feb 14. Bohn, Old Jewry, solicitor for the 
petitioner 

‘Margate Aquarium Company, Limitep.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Mar 6, to send their names and addresses, and the 
wees peg of their debts or claims to Harrison, Fowke’s buildings. 

ar 16 at 12 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
and claims 

Wreck RECOVERY AND Satvace Company, Limrtep.—By an order 
made by V.C. Malins, dated Jan 30, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Lowless and Co, Martin’s lane, solicitors 


for tue petitioner 
| Gazette, Feb. 6.] 


Hawpsnire Co-operative Mick Company, Limitep.—V.0. Hall has 
fixed Feb 19 at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an 
official liquidator 

JEFFRYSTON ANTHRACITE Coat Company, Limitep.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated Jan 31, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Norris and Co, Bedford row, solicitors for 
the petitioner 

Joun Marianp, Davies, aND Company, LimiteD.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Feb 5, directed to be heard betore the M.R., 
on Feb 21. Mead and Daubeny, King’s Bench walk, Temple, agents 
for Nicholas, Bristo!, solicitor for the petitioner 

LyDeate Spinninc Company, Limitep.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Mar 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts and c'aims, to Shaw, Clegg st, Oldham. Apr 6 at 12 
is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Sovrn Kenerncton Co-operative Storgs, Limitep.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Feb 9, directed to be heard before the M.R. 
= Feb 21, Moresby and Co, Chancery lane, solicitors for the peti- 

oners 

Duster Steam Tramways, Limirep.—By an order made by the M.R., 
dated Jan 31, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Davis 
and Co, Coleman st, solicitors for the petitioners 

W. anD J. Ganrortu, Limrrep.—Creditors are required, on or before 
March 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts and claims, to Robert Joseph Fletcher, Ashton-under- 
Lyne. Mar 24, at 12, is appointed for heating and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims 

[ Gazette, Feb 10.] 


UnNuiMitep IN CHANCERY. 
Lonpon anp Eastern Banxino CorporaTion.—V.C. Bacon has, by 
an order dated Feb 3, appointed James Clegg, 3, Moorgate st, sole 


official manager 
(Gazette, Feb. 10.] 


Frienpiy Societies DIssoLvep. 


Loyau Broruerty Society, Liverpool Arms Inn, Northgate st, Ches- 
ter. Feb4 
Gos kNE FemMaLE Faienpiy Society, New Inn, Golborne, Lancaster. 
6 


Feb 
(Gazette, Feb 10.] 








County Courts, 


SALFORD. 
(Before J. A. Russetx, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
Feb. 7.—Bradburn vy. Haddon. 


This was an action to recover £50 rent due to the plain- 
tiff. The defendant claimed a set-off amounting to £22 13s. 
for damages sustained by reason of a bedroom and drawing- 
room at his residence, Monk's Hall, Eccles, being rendered 
useless owing toan offensive smell. 

Taylor, appeared for the plaintiff. 

Yates, for the defendant. 

Taylor, in opening the case said the plaintiff was Mr. 
James Bradburn, of Eccles, the owner of a dwelling-house 
known by the name of Monk’s Hall, and the defendant was 
Dr. Jolin Haddon, his tenant; and the action was brought 
to recover £50, being the rent due to the plaintiff for two 
quarters. Dr. Haddon rented the house in 1872 under a 
lease for ten years at an annual rental of £100, payable 
quarterly, and the plaintiff covenanted to well and sufficiently 
repair any damage caused to the house and premises by 
fire, storm, or tempest, aud in the event of the premises 
becoming otherwise wholly or partially uuiuhabitable, then, 
and in such case the rent reserved, or a fair and propor- 
tionate part of t, according to the extent of the injury 





an J . 
sustained, should cease and be suspended during the time the 
premises or any t of them should remain wholly of 
partially uninhabitable or unfit for use, In January, 1878 
the defendant complained of a bad smell in the house, but 
the plaintiff was not disposed to incur any expense; where. 
upon the defendant made complaints to the local board, 
and the premises were several times inspected by 
Officers of the board. On the 5th of October, 1878, the 
defendant wrote to the plaintiff to say that in consequence 
of the stench in the drawing-room and a spare bedroom 
over it, he had had the carpets removed and the rooms 
shut up as uninhabitable, aod that in future he should 
deduct at the rate of £12 10s. per quarter from the renj 
until the plaintiff had those rooms made habitable again. 

The plaintiff contended that if any offensive smell 
existed he was not responsible for it, that he had done all 
in his power to comply with his tenant’s wishes, and that 
he was entitled to his rent. If any offensive smell existed 
—and upon that point the evidence was conflicting—it 
arose from defective drainage for which the plaintiff was 
not responsible.—After hearing evidence at great length 
on both sides, 

His Honour said the defendant had failed to make ont 
to his satisfaction that the premises were wholly or partially 
uninhabitable by reason of the cause complained of. That 
being so, the defendant was not entitled to the reduction 
of rent which he claimed, or any part of it, and there 
would be a verdict for the plaintiff for the amount claimed 
with costs. 





Leqislattaw of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
FEB. 9.—BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Emptoyers’ Lianiiry. (The Lord Chancellor.) 


FEB. 10.—BILL READ A FIRST TIME, 
Emptoyers’ Liasmiry. (Earl De La Wart.) 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

FEB. 6.—BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 
Crmunat Cope Birt AmenpMent. (Attorney-General.) 
Banxrurtcy Law AmenpMENT. (Attorney-General.) 
CotoniaL CyarTerED Banxinc Companies. (Sir H. 

Selwin-[bbetson. ) 

FEB. 9.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Artizans’ AND Lazourers’ Dwe.uincs Improvement. 
Ancient MonuMENTs. 

FEB. 10.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Companies Acts AMENDMENT. 


BILLS READ A FIRST TIME, 

Brut to Prevent THE Exuisition IN Piaces or AMUSE* 
MENr oF AcROBATIC PERFORMANCES DANGEROUS 10 
Lire anp Lime. (Mr. E. Jenkins.) 

Brit tro Amenp THE Mepicau Act, 1858. 
Hamilton.) 

FEB. 11.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Mepicau Act (1858) AmenpMEnr. 


BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 
Birt to AMEND THE GuN Licence Act, 1879. 
Gordon.) 
Birt TO AMEND THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE INHABITED 
House Dury anp Income Tax. (Mr. Hubbard.) 


(Lord G. 


(Sir A. 


PENDING LEGISLATION. 
FORFEITURE RELIEF. 
A Bill to Amend the Law relating to Leases. 
[‘The following is Mr. Marten’s Bill] :—Be it enacted, 


C. : 
1, Short title.] This Act may be cited as the Leases Act, 
1880 


2. ‘Relief against forfeiture.] In any action or proceeding 
in which the court is asked, whether by claim or defence, 
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orotherwise, to give effect to any proviso for re-eatry or 
other stipulation by way of forfeiture for breach of any 
covenant or engagement in any or agreement for a 
lease, whether such lease or agreement be in writing or 
verbal, the court may inquire into the case, and may 
refuse to give effect to such proviso or stipulation, and may 
relieve against the forfeiture ; and such refusal and relief 
may be either absolute or upon terms as to making good any 
defect of repair or other defect, paying costs or damages, or 
preventing a future breach, or as to any other matter, accord- 
ing to what shall appear to the court to be just and reason- 
able under the circumstances of the case. 

8. No forfeiture for non-preparation of assignment or 
anderlease by lessor’s solicitor.] Provided always, that no 
effeot shall be given in any such action or proceeding as 
aforesaid to any proviso for re-entry or other stipulation by 
way of forfeiture for breach of any covenant or engage- 
ment that any assignment or underlease shall be prepared 
or made by or under the direction of the lessor’s solicitor or 
any particular solicitor or person. 

4, Mutual rights of several tenants under the same lease.] 
Where several tenants hold, by underlease, assignment, or 
otherwise, under the same lease or agreement for a 
lease, whether such lease or agreement be in writing 
or verbal, they shall be mutually entitled to require 
that each tenant in respect of his tenement shall 
perform and observe every or any covenant or 
engagement which ought to be performed and observed in 
respect of such tenement for protecting every or any other 
tenant from forfeiture of his tenement, and from any other 
liability for a breach of such covenant or engagement under 
such lease or agreement ; and any right conferred by this 
section may be enforced by action; and in any such action 
the court, upon summary application or otherwise, may 
order that any repairs or other things requisite to be done 
for giving effect to this section be done by the party by 
whom the same ought to be done, and that in case he make 
default in so doing the same be done at his expense by the 
applicant, or any person —— by the court for the pur- 
gs ; and the court may order that the expense so incurred 

paid by the party in default to the applicant or other 
person incurring the same, and that the applicant or such 
other person shall have a charge on the estate and interest 
of the party in default in the premises for the re-imburse- 
ment of such expense with interest thereon. 

5. Extent of Act.] This Act shall not extend to Scotland. 








Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Feb 20, 
Feb 20. 


Walker v. 
Griffith v. 


Hircnzns, Joun, Penzance, Master Mariner. 
Hitchens, M.R. Roscorla and Son, Penzance 
doxes, Joun, Dolgelly, Merioneth, Solicitor. 
Tyacke, V.C. Malins. Tyacke, Helston 
Tirtapy, Joan, jun, Durham, Solicitor. Feb 28. Tiplady v. Tiplady, 
V.C. Hall. Dosds, Stockton-on-Tees 
Tornor, Ricaard, Fleet House, nr Weymouth, Esq. Feb 20. Turnor 
¥. Turnor, M.R. Rountree, Oldham 
[ Gazette, Jan. 23.] 


Bexgetey, Epwarp STRATTON FrizuaRpinaB, Oharlbury, Oxford, Esq. 
Feb 24, Horne v. Taylor, M.R. Humbert, Field ct, Gray’s inn 

Bucky, CuarLEs Josepa, Bradford, Accountant, Feb 23. Walsh vy. 
Buckley, V.C. Bacon, Senior, Wakefield 

Ctsre, Evizapera JULIA GeorGIANA, CounrEss DowaGer or, Ryde, 
Ey. ja 1. Randolph v. Fitzgibbon, V.C. Hall. Warren, Great 

sseil st 

€iuiorr, ALyrep Courrenay, Brighton, Omnibus Proprietor. Mar 10. 
Riiott y, Elliott, V.C. Hall. Van Tromp, Sssex st, Strand 
ARVEY, Geor@e, Broomball, Cheslire, Farmer. Feb 24. 
Adams, V.C, Hall. T mkainson and Furnival, Burslem 


Waller v. 


‘Justice, Ricuarp, South Bersted, Synssex, Gent. Feb 18. Scott v. 
Hardwick, V.C. Ha!l. Hardwick, Litilenampton 
ORVILL, JoHN, Westminster Bridge rd, Wine Retailer, Feb 25. 
Buckley y. Norvill, V.C. Bacon, Gray, Edgware rd 
Putures, Jonny, Kingston, Jamaica, Atiorney-at Law, Mar 31, 
Kington v. Hill, V.C. Hal’, Barlee, Finsbury circus 
WERBY, CyanLes Taomas, Knaresborough, York, Gent. Feb 24. 
Sowerby v, Sowerby, M.R. Bateson, Harrogate 
OMPBON, ANN JSABELLA, St John’s Wood ter, St John’s Wood. Fed 
son v. Simson, M.R. Morris, Bedford row 
[ Gazette, Jan, 27.] 
Axvrews, Anne, Bosbury, Hereford. Mar 1. Alcock v, Greaves, 
V.0, Malins, Lamburn Smith, Ledbury 
USSELL, James, Kingston-on-Thames, Law Clerk. Feb 28, Wigley 
''. Bugsell, V.C, Malins, Sherrard, Lincola’s iun fields 





Caznecis, Hon. Swrxren Tuomas, Pelham cres, Brompton, Admiral 
hes Feb 27. Thackeray vy. Carnegie, M.R. Chubb, South 
sq, Gray’s ina 
Donzak, Joan, Garden ct, Temple, Esq., M.P. Feb 27. Easton v. Fitz- 
gerald, M.R. Burges, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Epwarps, Rosert, Deptford, Wood Merchant. Feb 18. Edwards v- 
Edwards, V.C. Malins. Marchant, George yd, Lombard st 
GopparD, James, Sunbury, Bootmaker, Mar6. Goddard v. Goddard, 
Gracecharch st 
Rovttepcs, WILLr1aM, City of York Savings’ Bank, Secretary. Mar 
1. Camidge v. Routledge, V.C. Malins. Cobb, York 
Watson, Mary, Brighton. Mari. Brown v. Simpson, V.C, Malins. 
Sumner, Godiiman st, Doctors’ commons 
(Gazette, Jan 30.) 


ALLFReEY, Ropney CaaR.es, Whitchurch, Salop, Esq. March 2. Allfrey 
v Allfrey, M.R. Lake, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Batt, Wares Dyer, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. Feb 27. Taylor 
v Ball, M.R. Blunt, Leicester 

Bott, Georce Frepericn, St John’s wood rd, Gent. March 15. Bult v 
Wilbe, V.C. Hall. Jarvis and Triscott, Chincery lane 

CRaNFIELD, Joun, Barking rd, Licensed Victualler. Jan 28. Cranfield 
v Cranfield, V.C. Malins. Mason, North buildings, Finsbury 

Doves, Witttam, Norfolk ter, Bayswater,Gent. Novi. Baldock v 
Martin, V.O, Malins. Nettieship, Trafalgar sq 

Greaves, JoHN Brook, Ecclesfield, York, Gent. March 4. Bray v To- 
field, M.R. Parker, Selby 

Hammant, Mary, Beresford st, Woolwich. Feb 23. Lett v Hammant, 
Haughey v Lett, V.C. Bacon. Sampson, King st, Cheapside 

—_ Burss, Cardiff. March 2, Jones v Davies, M.R. Thomas, 

eath 

Sarez, James, Texas, United States of America, Esq. May 1. Safev 

Colette, V.C. Malins, Colette, Lincoln’s ina fields 
(Gazette, Feb. 3,] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


ALLIN, Samve, Handsworth, Stafford, Farmer. 
and Bradbury, Birmingham 

ARNALL, GzorGE SroucuTon, Redruth, Cornwall, Merchant. March 13. 
Downing and Co, Redruth 

Battes, WILLIAM RaPx, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, General Dealer. 
Feb 29. Stafford, Newcastie-on-Tyne 

BEcKINGHAM, JouN, Slough, Bucks, Gent. March 26. Webb, Slough 

BENNINGTON, CHARLES, Gt Grimsby, Retired Bootmaker. March 1. 
Steph and Mountain, Gt Grimsby 

BuiackBugn, Mark, Liversedge, York, Overlooker. March 1. Dean 
and Son, Batley : 

CuesrTer, Lieut Col Caantes Montacue, Chicheley, Bucks, Feb 26, 

Hart st, Bloomsbury 

Cooke, EpwakD WiLLIAM, Glen Andred, Sussex, Royal Academician. 
Feb 28. Hopgood and Co, Whitehall p! 

CrosFieELD, JosErH, Gt Tower st, Wholesale Tea Dealer. March 25. 
Munns and Longden, Old Jewry 

Dante, JoserH, Bath,Gent. March 25. Inman, Bath 

Davies, Magcagzt, Carmarthen. Feb 28. Griffiths, Carmarthen 

Exus, Loursa, Handsworth, Stafford. March 1. Saunders and Brad- 
bury, Birmingham 

Facy, JoHN Biacpoy, Trogardillett, Cornwall, Yeoman. March 1, 
White and Dingiey, Launceston 

Ferquson, SamvgL, Liverpool, Soda Water Manufacturer. March 12, 
Payne and Son, Liverpool 

FaigDLaNDER, LessER, Houndsditch, Cigar Importer. March 1. Coburn 
and Young, Leadenhall st : 

Gotpnexy, Rev Horatio Netson, Seuthborough, Kent, Clerk in 
Holy Orders. March 29. Bloxams and Ellison, Linco'n’s inn fields 

Grain, Rev CaaRies, Wacton, Norfolk, Clerk. March 1. Humphrey 
and don, Giitspur chambers, Holborn Viaduct 

Groom, Frank, Liverpool, Sailor. feb 28. Day, Hemel Hempstead 

HickKINBOTHAM, CAMILLA SaraH, Kingsland rd, Pawnbruker. March 10. 
Lowless and Co, Martin’s lane, Cannon st 

HoutanD, James, King William st, Geat. 
Sherborne lane 

Howsgs, Rosert Huan, St Helen, Norwich, Publican, March 10, Asker, 
Norwich 

Humpuaies, Mary Any, Pentonville rd. March 25. Collison, Bedford 
row 

Inuman, Taomas, Manchester, Civil Engineer. March 15, Parker, 
Manchester 

Jacoss, Joun, Brook st, Bond st, Regent st, Curiosity Dealer. 
2. Davis, Cork st, Burlington gardens 

Jacoss, WiLLIAM James, Ebury st, Pimlico, Jeweller, Feb 27. 
and Jones, New inn, Strand 

Jounson, THomas, Knottingly, York, Vessel Owner. March 15. Car- 
ter and Atkinson, Pontefract 

Joxes, Epwaap, Swansea, Master Ship Smith, Feb 28, Glascodine, 
Swansea 

Larne, Jonn, Westbourne ter, Hyde park, Esy. May 29. Morice, Ser- 
jeants’ inn, Fleet st 

Moors, Grorce Witu1aM, Leatherhead, Surrey, Brewer. March 1. 
Hart and Co, Dorking d ; 

Paes, Henry, Birmingham, Gent. Feb 28. Pointon, Bir vinzham 

Prick, James, Birmingham, Joiner. Feb 23, Pomtor, Buminguam 

Price, SArag, Birmingham. Feb 28. Poimton, Birmingham 

Reprorgp, HaNNag, Suttoi- n-Ashficld, Feo i4. Hasdiey and Co 
Mansfield ‘ 

Rervs, Josava Ropert, Carlton, York, Esq. March 22. Smit. and 
Wiimer, New sq, Lincoln's ivn 

Suarp, F; K Inman, Abch 
and Clarke, Blomfield st 

Stapen, Many Ann, Southport, Lancaster. 
Co, Manchester 

SpaNSWICK, JONATHAN STEPHEN, Eascbury, Berks, Farmer, 
Ormond 

TARELPALL, Jonny, Preston, Lancaster, Cora Dealer, Murch 1, Tarel- 
fall, Southport 


March 1. Saunders 





March 5, Parson aud Lee, 


March 
Kays 


h lane, Auctioneer. May 1, Noor 





March 1, Chapman and 


March 13, 
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Tomeson, Jou, New ct, Farringdon st, Carpenter. Apr 2: Prall, 
Rochester 

Umenesy, Wit1am, Halton East, York, Gent. Feb 9. Rokinsoa, 
Skipton ‘ 

Wansm, Rev Grorce Brrpezs Lex, Vicar of St Mary, Bredin, Can- 
terbury. March 15, Sankey and Son, Canterbury 

‘Wiaciesworvu, Joun, Barnoldswick, York, Yeoman. Fob9, Robin- 
son, Skipton 

Yates, SamucL, my rd, North Bow, Gent, March 19, Car- 
enter ¢.nd Sons, Philpot lane 
: ' | Gazette, Jan 30.] 


Apams, Carnonine, King William st, Strand, March 6, Keay, Charles 
st, St. James 

Apams, Davip Rosert, King William st, Strand, Law Stationer. 
March 6. Key, Caaries st, St. James 

Barron, Percy, Myton, Warwick, Gent. March 15. Newsam and 
Chadwick, Warwick 

Brrkitr, Saraw, Upton, Nottingham. Oct 1. Pratt and Hodgkinsons, 
Newark 

Brown, FRepgricK, Kingston-on-Thames, Gent. March 1. Sherrard, 
Lincoiln’s-inn-fields 

Buten, Jutra, Camp Hill, nr Birmingham, March 10. Arnold and 
Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Burcaer, Rosert, Thorpe Salvin, York, Farmer. March 25, Alder- 
son and Co, Eckington 

Cuark, Susanna, Bridport st, Blandford sq, Feb19. Hill, Queen st, 
Cheapside 

Cooke, SaMUEL, Stalybridge, Lancaster, Gent. March 14. Darnton 
and Bottomley, Ashton-under- Lyne 

Davey, Daniet, Cambridge st, Pimlico, Detective Serjeant. Feb 29. 
Toulin and Co, Selborne chambers, Chancery lane 

Donne, a Odcombe, Somerset, Esq. March 10, 
Yeovi 

Ertam, Joun Samvet, Worthing, Sussex, Esq. March 15, 
and Son, Chancery lane 

Ferepay, ALFRED, Aston, Warwick, Gent, March 29. Jelf, Birming- 


Batten, 
Rhodes 


ham 
Forp, Josera, Thornbury, Gloucester, Gent. April 5. Scarlett and 
Gwynn, Thornbury 
Garsipk, Epwarp, Ashton-ubder-Lynne, Reed Manufacturer. 
March 22. Gartside, Ashton-under-Lyne 
Garecory, Epwin, Thornton Heath, Surrey, Manufacturing Chemist. 
March 28. Venning and Co, Tokenhouse-yard 
Garoome, GrorcR, Queen’s rd, Finsbury Park, Commission Agent. 
March 1. Wright and Co, Adelaide bidgs, London-bridge 
Harwoop, Freperick, Aston, Birmingham, out of business. March 29, 
Jeif, Birmingham 
Howett, Davin, Dinas, Glamorgan, Grocer. 
Williams, Pontypridd 
Levi, Estuer, Pelham crescent, Brompton, Feb 26. Anderson and 
Sons, Ir nger lane, Cheapsid 
ae, GrorGe Epwagp, Bristol, Gent. May 1. Fry and Co, Bris- 
to 
McDonic, Timorar, Hartlepool, Durham, Master Mariner. March 6, 
Todd, Hartlepool 
Moyreriore, Lkonarp ABRAHAM, Portman sq, Esq. March 31. Row- 
land, Clement’s-inn 
Muuis, ALexanper, Star st, Edgware rd, Plasterer. 
Rhodes and Son, Chancery lane 
Munn, Joun, Harbour Grace, in the colony of Newfoundland, Merchant. 
March 31. Garnett and ‘'arbett, Liverpool 
Newsery, Tom, Tooley st, Southwar«, Licensed Victualler. March 1. 
Marson and Dudley, Southwark bridge ri 
Peater, James, Stroud, Gloucester. April 12. Witeheil, Stroud 
Pickor, Ext, Great Saikeld, Cumberland, Surgeon. Aprill. Pickop 
Biackburn , 
Pick, Tuomas, Tugby, Leicester, Farmer. March 1, Hunter and Cur- 
tis, Leicester 
Piercy, Tuomas, Halifax, Coachbuilder. 
Walser, Halifax 
Pinyox, Joun, Hove, 
Ba'tle 
eo ha Bromsgrove, Worcester. March 25. Sanders, Broms- 
Raworrn, Jonn Tuomas, Knighton, Leicester, i 
Owston and Dickinson, taenee . Pee Te 
Rivce+, Haney Harporp, Guildford st, Russell 8q, Gent, March 16, 
Booty and Bayliffe, Raymond's vidg:, Gray’s inn 
Ryper, Hon. Magian CuaRuorre Emizy, Hitchen, Herts. 
. a. Thame > 
ABIN, EvizapetTu, Harbnr arwick. 
Chtwik, Wake 
Tavener, Wititam, Hinton, Southampton, Estate Azent, Murch 1. 
. —— and — a 
OMNBERY, THoMas Suepuerv, Edgbaston, Birmi § 
March 29,” Jelf, Birminghan Kisacecdionas 
TnoexTox, Canorine, South st, Greenwich. March 20, 
Guiter lane, Cheapside 
— WiLLiam, Shadwell, nr Leeds, Farmer. April 9, Spirett, 


March 22, Hollier and 





March 15, 


April 20. Emmett and 


Suseex, Farmer. March 10. Sheppard, 


June 30. 


March 15. Newsam and 


Frez:man, 


s 

Watts, Saran Anne, Edgbaston, Birmingham. March 31. 
Birmingham 

Warcuvr-r, James, Lee, Kent, Gent, 
Tokenhouse yard 

Warsow, Josuva, Sandal Magni, York, Farmer. March 1, Lake and 
Lake, Southgate 

Evizapeta, Gateshead. March 1, 

ne 

Wuirtetocx, Rev. Ricsarp da! 

arr on + be ttbong » Saddleworth, York. March 31. Radford 
oopPoRD, Sir Joun Groner, Keswick, Comberland, Major-General 
K.C.B, March 23, Budd and Co; Bedford row , 

(Gazette, Feb. 3.] 


Sargant, 
March 25. Venning and Co, 


Rowell, Newcastle.upon- 








Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 


Roza or RecisTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Master OF THB 

Rouus, V.c. 

Mr. Farrer 
Teesdale 
Farrer 
Teesdale 
Farrer 


Court. oF 
Date. APPEAL. 


Monday ..Feb. 16Mr. Merivale 
Tuesday ...... 17 King 
Wednesday.... 18 Merivale 
Thursday .... 19 King 
Friday........ 20 | Merivale 
gaturday...... 21 King Teesdale 


V.C. Bacon, V.OC, Han, fuss 


Monday ,.Feb. 16Mc, PembertonMr. Leach Mr. Clowes 
Tuesday ...... 17 Ward Latham Koe 
Wednesday.... 18 Pemberton Leach Clowes 
Thursday .... 19 Ward Latham Koo 
Friday..,..... 20 Pemberton Leach Clowes. 
Saturday...... 21 Ward Latham Koe 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


MIDDLESEX.—HILARY SITTINGS, 1880 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
(Continued from page 240.) 


Ex 284 Whitmore and anr (Roscoe, H and 8) v Harrison and‘anr 
(in person) 

Ex 285 Hilliard (Talbot and T v Moore (W T Moore) 

C P 238 Bavridge (T Beard and Sons) v Rutland (T C Pullen) 

Ex 287 Goode (Dod and L) v Karl Desart (Horn and Murray) 

CP 288 Gagel (H Montagu) v Rothenheim (Lumley and L) 

Ex 289 Deaton (J Elliott) vy Lindsay, Bart (Law, H and Co) 

Ex 290 O’Bryan (J McMillan) v Rogers (G H Hall) 

Q B 291 Lutten (H H Banyard) v Oraig and Harrison (G H Finch} 

C P 292 Chopping (J P Biggenden) v Spyer (C E Goldring) 

CP 293 Ashman (F A A Rowland) v Neat (Podmore and H) 

Ex 294 Markham (J M Green) v Smith (TM Wilkin) 

Ex 295 Summers (H B Dunn) v Clark and Wife (F Bradley) 

Ex 295 Heritage (Hilleary and T) v Warman (Stone, M and §) 

Ex 297 Belli (P A Hanrott) v Lane (Foss and Legg) 

Q B 298 Davenport (W F Morris) v Dicke and anr (C F Yorke) 

Ex 299 Blayney (A Haynes and Sons) v Gill (Baker, F and W) 

C P 300 Clarke (G H Finch) v Batterham (J Taylor and Co) 

CP 301 Green (Same) v L B and S Coast Ry Co (Norton, and 


Manta, 
Mr. Cob 
J aie 


Cobby 
Jackson 
Mr. Justice 


Co) 
CP 302 Luff (H Smith) v Serff (Noon and C) 
C P 303 Davies (Noon and C) v Roper (J H Lydall) 
Ex 304 Lancaster (Crosse and Co) v Nicholson (& Kennedy) 
Q B 305 — and ors (Milne, R and M) v Perks (Rogerson and 


B 306 Gurton (Lumley and L) v Keeble (W F Morris) 
Ex 307 Crawcour (Dixon, Ward and Co) v Rydon (W H Bennett) 
Ex 308 Lukey and ors (J H Lydall) v Rorke (F. A, Rudall) 
C P 309 Cummings (Noon and C) v Gt Northern Ry Co (Nelson, 
Barr and Co) 
OP 310 Phillips (Same) vy London Gen Omnibus Co (Harries and 


YO) * 
QB 311 The Queen (Harper and Co) v Evans and anr (in person), 
QB 312 Dyer (R Thomas) vy Lawrance and anr (Walker, Son ané 


Q B 313 Harris (R Chapman) v Cleeve and anr (Ashurst and Co) 
Ex 314 Kirby (J M Greeu) v Knowles (Torr and Co) 
QB 315 — (Webster and G) v Sutherland (Freshfields and 


QB 316 Phillips (Hicklin and W) v Williams and anr (J W Hick - 
lin 


Ex 317 Nunn (J S Ward) v Lee (in person) 
Ex 318 moose nae anr (Rhodes and Son) v Tindale and anr (F 8B 
itl 


mi 
Ex 319 Cattlin (In person) v Skinner (Brook and Co) 
Q B320 Wadawrosth (T D Dutton) v Bonham and Wife (Clutton 

and H) 
C P 321 Hart (Hadden, W and Co) v Hall (Bell, B J and G), 8d 
C P 322 Westmore (J G Shearman) v Brocklebank (Slee, O and 
Ex 323 by (Stephens, L and T) y Braddick (Druce, Scns 

0 


) 

CP 324 Wilshin (W Ii B Pain) v Lawson (Duffleld and B) 

Ex 325 Isaacs and anr (Hopwood and Sons) v Walthew (Jones 
and Sons) 

QB 326 Paynter, clerk (Sandilands, H and A) v Foxley and of 
(Hine, H and B ; Dod and L) 

Ex 327 Hussey (0 M Barker) v Capel and ors (Cobbold and W) 

Q B 328 Richardson (J McDairmid) y House Owners Trust lmd (W 
W Young) 

Ex 329 George (G H Hall) v Goodchap (Smith and W) 

Ex 330 Wilson (E T Tadman) v Cotstable (Pyke Land P) 

COP 831 Barrow (G H Jeram) v The Midland by Co (Beale Mgnt 


Co), 
CP 332 Joyce (Curtiss and Betts) v Mills (L A Wenn) 
C P 333 Phillips (J H Wrentmore) v Lee (S$ Scott), without jury 
Ex 334 Tidmarsh (Hunt and Son) v Tippet (F Fearon) 
Ex 335 Ruff (Shum, C and Co) v Hillier (Pownall, Son, 0 and 
Hillier (Pownall, Son, C and K) v Ruff (Shum, C.and 
consolidated 
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JOURNAL. 





SOLICITORS’ 





336 London and Westminster Loan and Discount Co lmd (G J 
and P Vanderpump) v Wood (Robinson and P) 

$37 Moore (T H Meynell) v Thornton (W Ma; 

$38 Blenkiron (J Scott) v Cloete (Munns and L) 

339 ae oer (J IIrving) v Hambrook and anr (A RB Steele), 
without j 

940 Gibson (i M White) v Shephard (In Person) 

341 Parone (Ww W Young) v London Chatham and Dover Ry 

J ii 


342 Dyer (Speechly, M and Co) v ayn ary J (Lewin and Co) 

943 Iles (Taylor and Hales) v Brook and Co (J B Lay) 

$44 Shenton and anr (Blewett and T) v Harris (G@ J and P 
Vonderpame) 

$45 Lacey (R P Waller) v Laws (Postans and L) 

346 Dunkerley (Learoyd, L and P) v The Mercantile Steam 
Ship Co lmd (Plews, I and H), SJ 

$47 Same (Same) v Same (Same) SJ second action 

348 Ara (F Heritage and Co) v Bassano (Shaen, R and 
Co) 8 

349 Kemp (R L Ratcliff) v Bargen (C W Taylor) 

350 Barrow {i H Jeram) v Angus and Co (Burton, Y and H) 

51 Palmer (H S Hubbard) v Marriage and anr (W R Preston) 
Ditcham (C H Radford) v Worrall (G E Carpenter) 
Simmons (Martineau and R) v Rhodes (GH Carthew), com 
Rhodes (G H Carthew) v Simmons (Martineau and R) 
Barlow and ors (Paterson, S and B) v Cooper (J Evans) 
Guttridge (S J Debenham) v Airs and amr (Speechley and 


Co) 
Bowen ay and Cot v West (W C Hall), SJ 
Stogdon (W D Dowding) v Hopcroft (EF D Lewis) 
Messom (Lewis and Sons) v Mullan (W R A Kine) 
Workman (V Vant) v Flinn (Emmett and Son) 
Fitt (E W Owles) v Denham (H R Jones) 
Howell (Plunkett and L) v Davis (C E Goldring) 


g 


BSSSER SRLKE 


¢P 364 Lowery (J Curtis) v Raeburn and anr (Miller Sand B), SJ 

(P 365 The British Mutual Investment Co, Imd (Barnard and Co) 
v Williams (Stephens and 8) 

fx ‘365 James (W Caister) v The Rhymney Iron Co 1]md (Flux, 
Slade and Co) 

fx 367 Knight (R F Coote) v Mead (J H Hortin) t 

QB 368 Cresswell (O Green) v Trench and Co, Every, garnishee 
(Torr and Co) 

Ix 369 —- and ors (T AG Powell) v Williams (Pawle and 


‘0 
(P 370 Cotter (Greenfield and A) v Stocken (E Kinns) 
QB 371 Marriott (H A Graham) v Marquis of Townshend (W and 


8 Day) 
ix 372 Rhodes (Learoyd, L and P) v Wood and ors (Bower and 
Cc 


Ix 373 Hazeldine (Duignan and 8) v Dickenson (Chapple and Co) 
Ix 374 Darcey (T C Matthews) v Johnson (T Johnson) 
Ix $75 Clarke (Taylor, H and T) v Smith (Brandon and Co) 
pe fa Hope (Duffield and B) v Broomfield (Dawes and Son) 
(P9377 Guthrie (W T Elliott) v Larpent (Cobbold and W) 
QB 378 The Cowes and Newport Railway Co (Lambert, P and 8) v 
Mew and ors (Stocken and J), SJ 
CP 379 sen i (Woodbridge and Sons) v Wakefield (Cann and 
on), 
(P $80 Hannow (Same) v Wakefield (Same) SJ 
Ix $81 Maskell (Kynaston and G) v Dennan (E F Marshall) 
P $82 Humpidge (S G Ashwin) v Davis (Petgrave and H) SJ 
Jay (Argles and Co) v Barratt (Sharpe, Parker and Co) 
Matthews (Paterson, Son and B) v Whitcombe (J M Green) 
Ashwell and anr (Barnard and Co) v Benjamin (W P 
Slater) SJ 
Cooper (J R Tindale) v Cooper (A Haynes and Co) 
Silverton (T R Apps) v Macartney (Thompson and ¥} 
Holmes and anr (Norris, Aand Co) v Bousfield (J Rae 
Glasspool (M Webb and Son) v Brown (W Beard) 
Dyer Thomas) v Blanckensee and anr (J and F Need- 
Teagrett and anr (Courtenay and C) v Loosley (A T Cox) 
Haslehurst (W Beck) v Jewell (Crook and 8) 
Moffatt and anr (Rogerson ana F) v Davis (F A Cole) 
304 — tony ors (Hunter, G@ and W) v Ward (Micklethwaite 
0 
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QB 395 Leschallas (Merriman, P and M) v Shreeve and ors (A E 
Tower; W P Moore), SJ 
fr $96 Atwood and anr (Jones, B and Son) v Newcomb and ors 
H Smith ; KE H Parnell) 
QB 397 Mesher (G Thompson) v Cohen (Swann and Co) 
ik 398 Balderson (Dod and L) v Ridley (Marriott and J), SJ 
Ik 399 Brown (Deane, C and Co) v London and North-Western 
Ry Co (R F Roberts), SJ : ; 
k 400 ene and ors (Langley and G) v Cross (Micklethwaite 
and Co 
OP 401 Sears (T K Edwards and Son) v Stoffel (Crook and 8) 
B 402 Mason (W H Hughes) v Aird (In Person) 
B 403 Steer (W F Morris) vy The London School Board (Gedge, 


K and M) 
4 404 Bastin (R W Childs and B) v Garner (C J Mullens) 
h 45 Hazledine (Duignan and 8) v Tanner (Allen and G) 
P 406 Adams (J © Hyett) v Margate Pier and Harbour Co 
B (Kingsford, D and K), without jury 
407 Mortimer (Nash and F) v Rose (J A Rose), SJ 
+~ Sedger — v Barton (Clark, R and Co 
409 Howell (Lucas and Son) v West and anr (Saffery and H ; 
QB Hudson and Co), SJ 
410 Toke (J Raven and Co) v Pennington (S Mand B Benson), 
41 Woodhouse (A 8 de Fivas) v Beckett (Gadsden and T) 
Crisp (R Davies) v Metcalfe and anr (Field, R and Co) 
er and ors (Morten and Cutler) vy May (o E Strong) 
p (G H Carthew) v Sewell (Monckton, L and Co), SJ 
Eales (12 ey. Taplin @ er ay, 
Goody and anr (A W May) v Kennedy (Boxall and B) 





297 
a5 417 Winn (A G Ditton) v Holloway and Co), 8J 
B 418 Drapper (J A Waring) v Weir (F J Rushton) 
Ex 419 Bridgman (Chappell and G) v London Steam Boat Co 
an 


(Newman, 4 

QB 420 Edwards and Wife (Hicklin and W) v The London Tram- 
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Heqal News. 


Errata.—In last week’s issue, among the names of gent. 
men who passed the final examination, for George Bet, 
read George Brett ; and, under the head of “ Appointments” 
for Mr. Solomon Spyer, read Mr. Salomon Spyer, and fur 
Mr. Joseph Spyer, Mr. Jones Spyer. 


It is stated that the Chancery Division has recently 
sanctioned the remission of twelve per cent. on the year's 
rent on the Kirkland and Cole estates, which are situaiy 
on the Wyre, near Garstang. The number of tena 
affected by it is about 120, 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday, in answer to-Mf, 
Hanbury-Tracy, Lord John Manners said that, in com 
quence of the measures with which the Government hadtp 
deal, and the complexity of the problems connected with the 
law of copyright, they had come to the conclusion thut it 
would be expedient to postpone legislation on that subject 
until next session. 


It is stated that no further steps will be taken by the 
House of Commons in the case of Mr. Grissell, who, it will 
be recollected, was committed to Newgate by order of the 
House for breach of privilege on the charge of endeavouring 
to influence the decision of a Select Committee, and wh 
only surrendered two days before the termination of tk 
session, and consequently suffered but some forty-eight hous 
imprisonment. 


At the Nottingham Assizes, on the 5th inst., before the 
Lord Chief Justice of England, Zaccheus Stafford, solicitor 
was charged for that he, being clerk and servant to th 
Bingham District Highway Board, did feloriously embezle 
asum of £175 which he had received for and on accounto 
the said board on the 15th of April, 1878. He was al 
charged with embezzling a sum of £21 on the 6th of Jun, 
1878. It appeared that the defendant was solicitor as well 
as clerk to the Bingham Highway Board, and, acting 
their solicitor, had received on their behalf a sum of 4175, 
the result of an arbitration, and although a minute wi 
entered in the board’s book to the effect that he had received 
this sum, he paidit in tohis own private account and n0 
into that of the treasurer of the board. The defendant abot 
this time became very ill, and allowed his affairs to get inb 
some confusion, but then he had since dohews his 
liabilities to the board in full, and the board had declined» 
institute criminal proceedings, After hearing the eviden# 
of several witnesses on behalf of the prosecution, tl 
learned judge stopped the case, and directed the defendut 
to be acquitted, on the ground that he received the moneys 
in question as solicitor to the board, and not as their cat 
His lordship further said that he considered the prosecutid 
harsh and unnecessary. 


Mr. Eldridge, the magistrates’ clerk at Southampton, havilg 
written to the Home Secretary with respect to the granting 
of an occasional licence to a publican at Southampton 
the sale of spirituous liquors at a skating rink in that tow. 
kas received the following letter from the Home Office 
“Whitehall, February 5.—Sir,—I am directed by 
Secretary of State to acknowedge the receipt of your 
of the 30th ult. requesting his advice on certain points om 
nected with the grant of occasional licences in the case of § 
skating rink at Southampton, and I am to acquaint you" 
reply, that the Secretary of State gathers from your 
that for a considerable portion of the year intoxic 
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ficences. Such a result is, in his opinion, at variance with 
the licensing statutes, which clearly contemplate that these 
occasional licences should be reserved only for special and rare 
occasions. In his judgment it is the duty of the justice, before 
he consents.to thelicence, toascertain when lasta similarlicence 
was granted in respect of the same place, and how many 
special licences have been granted in a preceding period, say, 
two or three months, and to determine accordingly. There is 
nothing in the statute to require the consent being given at a 

ty sessional court. It is sufficient if the consenting justice 
isone of the justices usually taking part in petty sessional 
business. —I am, Sir, yonr obedient servant, Goprrey 
LvsHINGTON.” 


With regard to the case of In the Goods of Prince Henry 
of Reuss Kostritz, noted by us last week (ante, p. 273), Herr 
Bleichréder, Consul-General at Berliv, writes to the 
Times:—“In Prussia oaths can only be administered by 
duly-qualified functionaries appointed by law. Consular 
representatives do not come under the denomination, inas- 
much as the German Foreign Office has decided that the 
consuls of foreign Powers resident in Prussia, although 
entitled to swear in subjects of the nationality which they 
represent, are not authorized to administer an oath to a 
Prussian subject. Repeated representations to the German 
authorities on the part of her Majesty’s Ambassador at 
this court and myself with a view to obtain a modification 
of the statute which would more effectively secure the in- 
terests of German subjects in England have been hitherto 
wavailing. Notwithstanding these restrictions, the 
requirements of the English courts can be fully met, 
asthe oath prescribed by the law of England can be made 
in any Prussian court, before one of the sitting judges 
(Richter). The principal difficulty arising from the want 
of uniformity in legal procedure between England and 
Germany would appear to consist in the demand of the 
English tribunals that affidavits should be made before a 
consul, and omitting to take cognizance of the fact that 
sconsul cannot administer an oath to a German subject. 
The question at issue in the case now before the Court of 
Probate, which is similar to many others which have come 
under my notice in my official capacity, admits of very 
easy solution. The executor named in the will of Prince 
Reuss has simply to make oath of the facts he is required 
to prove in England before a Prussian judge in court. No 
oath is illegal according to the law of Germany. I may 
add that the inconvenience attending the taking of oaths 
in Prussia has induced the Board of Trade to dispense with 
ssworn affidavit in ordinary documents regarding remis- 
tion of taxation. In bankruptcy claims a similar uniform 
practice has not yet been adopted. In some cases sworn 
evidence which can only be given, and is given, before a 
Prussian jadge is required—in others, a simple declaration 
before the consul is accepted.” 





SALES OF ENSUING WEER. 


February 16.—Mr. W. A. BLAKEMORE, at the Mart, at 12 for 
lp.m., Freehold Property (see advertisement, February 7, 


4), 
eer 17.—Mr. WALTER KNicurT, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
Freeh old Property (see advertisement, this week, page 4.) 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
Feb. 12, 1880. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


§ per Cent. Consols, 98 Annuitias, April, °s5, 93 

Ditto for Acccunt, 98 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Do: 3 per Cont. Reduced, 983 Ex Bills, #1000, 24 per Ct. 10 pm. 
3 per Cont., 984 Ditto, £500, Do, 10 pm. 

Do, 84 perCent., Jan. 94 Ditto, 2100 & £260, 10 pm. 

Do, % per Cant., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock , 276 

Annuities, Jan. ’80 Ditto for Account. 


aera 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
iad. Stk, Sper. July, "80, 104 | Enf.Pr.5§ perCent., May, 81 


for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent 

Ditto 4 per Cent., Oot. "88, 1054 April, ’ 

mio » Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 

ud Enf.Pr,, 5 per C.,Jan,’73 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 





Stock| Bristol and Exeter 
Stock|Caledonian ... 
Stock/Glasgow and South-Western ..., sonnes 
Stock|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock scscocsssssssrsess| 
Stock /Great Northern ...... ove 
GROCR) Dig B, BOOGIE® .. .aceccessncccccsncccncsecncttccssnncssl 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Stock Great Western—Original ssse.se.seee 
Stock |Lancashire and Yorkshire 

Stock |London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Stock|London, Chatham, and Dover ... 

Stock |London and North-Western .. 

Stock /London and South Western ...... i 
Stock |Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ......000+ 
Stock |Metropolitan 
Stock| Do., District ccaias 
Stock | Midland 

Stock North British 
Stock |North Eastern 
Stock |North London 
Stock | North Staffordshire 
Stock !South Devon 
Stock | South-Eastern 
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* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Cowarp.—Feb. 11, at 72, Claverton-street, S.W., the wife of 
J. C. Lewis Coward, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
Penrotp.—Feb. 8, at 6, Devonshire-place, Friern Park, North: 
Finchley, the wite of John Penfold, solicitor, ot a daughter. 


MARRIAGE. ; 


SmitH—Rvssetu.—Feb. 5, at Northampton, William Henry 
Smith, solicitor, to Mary Hirons, daughter of the late William 
Bunney Russell, solicitor, London, formerly of Warwick. 


DEATH. 
Grnson.—Feb. 5, at 35, Mountjoy-square, Dublin," James Gib-- 
son, Esq., Q.C., late County Court Judge of Donegal. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Feb, 6, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. ° 
To Surrender in London. 


Dalston, William Henry Maxwell, Aldersgate st. 
Feb 20 at 11 

Hutton, Robert H » Queen Anne st, Cavendish sq, Bone Setter. Pet 
Feb 4. Brougham. Feb 17 at 11 

Kenworthy. Robert James, South Wharf, Paddisgton, Cement Mer- 
chart. Pet Jan 22. Hazlitt. Nov 12 

Wilks, Abraham Solomon, Queen’s rd, Dalston, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet feb 2. Murray. Feb 18 at 12.30 


Pet Dec 8. Murray. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Chalmers, Charles, Cliftonville, Sussex, Commercial Cierk. Pet Feb 2. 
Jones. Brighton, Feb 24 at 11 

Churchill, William Wild. Salford, Tea Merchant. Pet Feb4. Hultom 
Salford, Feb 18 at 11 4 

Hitchm ough, Thomas, Preston, Chester, Grocer. Pet Feb 3. Williams. 
Birkenhead, Feb 17 at 12 % 

MeNicol, Andrew, Birkenhead, Coal Merchant. PetFeb2. Williams. 
Birkenhead, Feb 17 at 12.30 

Newman, Harry, Brampton, Kent, Eating house keeper. Pet Feb 2. 
Hayward. Rochester, Feb 23 at 2 

Spencer, Thomas, and John Wright Terry, Bradford, Generali 
Warehouseman. Pet Feb 3. Robinson, Bradford. Feb 17 at il 

Stretton, Richard, Bradford, nr Manchester, Bricklayer. Pet Feb 2. 
Lister, Manchester, Feb 19 at 12 


Turspay, Feb. 10, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Bowes, Matthew, Bradford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 6. Robin-- 
son. Bradford, Feb 24 at 12 


Cornell, George, Isleham, Cambridge, Farmer. Pet Feb 7. 
Cambridge, Feb 19 at 2 

Fallows, Julia, Longton, Stafford. Pet Feb 4. Keary. Stoke-upon— 

Trent, Feb 27 at 3 





300 


SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 


Feb. 14, 1889, 








-Grimsey, Edward Cooper, Shezrness, Clothier, Pet Fed 5. 
Rochester, Feb 23 at 3 

Justice, Philip, Liangolles, Denbigh, Gent. Pet Feb 4. 
Wrexham, Feb 25 at 12 

‘Newman, Harry, High st, Brompton (and not Brampton, as errone- 
ously printed in last Gazette), Kent, Eating house keeper, Pet Feb 
2. Hayward. Rochester, Feb 23 at 2 

Robinson, Samuel Henry. Gosport, Hants, Baker. 
Portsmouth, Mar 4 at 12 

Wiggins, John, Handsworth, Stafford, Jeweller. 
Birmingham, Mar 2 at 2 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripvay, Feb. 6, 1880. 

Sievwright, Charles Frederick, Hythe, Kent, 

Majesty’s 49th Regiment. Feb 4 


Tuespay, Feb 10, 1880. 
Scott, John, North Shields, Mester Mariner. Jan 23 


Hayward. 


Preston. 


Pet Feb 5. Renny. 
Pet Feb 7, Cole. 


Lieutenant in her 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETING OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Feb. 6, 1880. 
Acome, James, Queen’s rd, Dalston, Furrier. 
Marshal], Chancery lane 
Agassiz, Rev Rodolph, Branswick sq, Camberwell, Clerk in Holy Orders, 
Feb 24 at 2 at offices of Jarvis and Triscott, Chancery lane 
Armstrong, Patrick, Manchester, Slate Merchant. Feb 20 at 3 at 
offices of Rrett and Craven, Kennedy st, Manchester 
Aspinall, John, jun, Birmingham, Hay and Straw Dealer. Feb 19 at 3 
at offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Attenborough, John, St La erence Steeple, Essex, Farmer. Feb 20 at 
11 at offices of Digby and Evans, Maldon. Bird, Maldon 
Baker, Charles, Chedburgh Suffolk, Baker. Feb 28 at j1 at Guildhall, 
Bury St Edmunds. Salmon and Son, Bury St Edmunds 
Baker, Willam, Bow, Devon, no occupation. Feb 19 at 2 at offices of 
Fulford and Son, North Tawton 
Bartlett, Harry Haydn, King William st, Solicitor. 
offces of Goldring, Southampton st. Bloomsbury 
Bartlett, John, Stonesfield, Oxford, Innkeeper, Feb 20 at1l at Fox 
Hote), Chipping Norton. Kilby and Mace, Chipping Norton 
Bassett, Harry White Birdsall, Kettering, Northampton, Engineer, 
Feb 19 at 3 at offices of Becke, Derngate, Northampton 
Bedford, Edward Isaac, St George, Gloucester. Cattle Dealer, 
at 11 at offices of Meeres, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Benson, Wiliam Wilkinson, Kingston-upon-Hvll, Solicitor’s Clerk. Feb 
21 at 3 at White Hart Hotel, Silver st, Kingston-uvon-Hull 
Bishop, George, and William Rishop, Kenilworth, Warwick, Boot and 
Shoe Makers. Feb 18 at 11 at offices of Sunderson, Church st, 
Warwick 
Brine, David, Bradford, York, Potato Merchant. Feb 20 at 4 at 
offices ot Atkinson and Wilson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Burden, William John, Prior’s Hardwick, Warwick, Innkeeper, Feb 
16 at 3 at offices of Wood, Southam 
Burke, Edward, Cleator Moor, Cumberland, Miner. Feb 20 at 3 at 13, 
Sandhills lane, Whitehaven. McKelvie 
-Carr, James, Ainsdale, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Sephton. Lord st, Liverpool 
-Carwardine, Cephas, Belgrave terrace, Croydon, Corn Dealer. Feb 20 
at 2 at offices of Ware, Chancery lane 
Chaiwick, Charles, Oldham, Lancaster, Wholesale Grocer, 
3 atthe Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. 
Smyth 
Challingsworth, William, Wordsley, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Feb 
20 at 3 at offices of Homfray and Holberton, High st, Brierly Hill 
Charles, John George, Birmingham, Piane Manufacturer. Feb 19 at 
11,30 at offices of Pownall snd Browett, Ann st, Birmingham 
Clarke, Henry William, Stratford-on-Avon, Draper. Feb 16 at 11 at 
Offices of Corbett, Avenue Honse, the Cross, Worcester 
Corfield, Joseph, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Innkeeper. 
11 at offices of Bakers and Co, Weston-saper-Mare 
Craweour, Lewin, Brompton rd, Upholsterer. Feb 16 at 2 at the Can- 
non st Hotel. Kynaston and Gasquet, Queen st, Cheapside 
Crosby, Joseph Middleton, Blencow, Cumbziland, Farmer. Feb 23 at 
2.30 at offices of Arnison, St. Andrew's pl, Penrith 
Crowther, Joe, Higtam, York, Farm Labourer. Feb 18 at 11 at offices 
of Senior, Regent st, Barnsley‘ 
Mroydon, George Davey, Little Stonham, Suffolk, Farmer Feb 19 at 
12.30 at King’s Head Hotel, Stowmarket. Hayward and Sons, Stow- 
market 
Davidson, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Coal Merchant. Feb1!8 at 3 
at offices of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upo.-Hull. Wood- 
house and Peach 
Dndley, Joseph Samuel, Ombersley, Worcester, Coal Merchant. Feb 
18 at 3 at offices of Thompson «nd Taylor, Pierpoint st, Worcester 
Eastwood, Josiah, Bowling, York, Mason, Feb 18 at 11 at offices of 


Carry, Cleckheaton 

Eéworts, John, Bidefcrd, Seedsman. Feb 20 at 12 at offices of Hole 
and Peard, Willett st, Bideford 

Edwards, Richard, Tong, Salop, out of basines. Feb 21 at 12 at George 
Hotel, Sirewsbury. Phillips and Co, Shifral 

Evans, Jobn, Blakenha!l, Wolverhampton, Boot Mannfacturer, Feb 18 
at 3 at offices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Everard, Joreph, 8tanwix, Carlis'e, Commercial Traveller, 
3 at offices of Cartmell, Castle st, Carlis'e 

Fawcett, George, Kendal, Farmer, Feb 25 at 11 at offices of Watson, 


Kendal 
Pessey, Charles, Priv'’s Hardwick, Warwick, Farmer. Feb 16 at 11 at 
Feb 19 at 3 at 


Feb 16 at 4 at officeso f 


Feb 18 at 2 at 


Feb 14 


Feb 20 at 3 at offices of 


Feb 20 at 
Blackburn and 


Feb 20 at 





Feb 19 at 


ices of Wood, Southam 

Pwk, William, Gorleswn, Suffo'k, Fishing Boat Owner. 
offices of Diver, King #t, Great Yarmouth 

Fiesh, Henry, Millom, Cumberland, Tobacconist. Feb 19 at 12 at 
King’s Head Hotel, Broughton-in-Furness, Dickinson,’ Broughton- 
in- Furness 

Pieicher, Richard, Hidcote Boyce, Gl ucester, Farmer. Feb 23 at 10 
at the “ hite Hart Roya! Hotel, Moreion-in-Marsh. Barkes 

Wiower, Walter, Neon, Wilts, “armer. Feb 18 at % at the White 

Hotel, Saliebury. Mayo and Marsh 





Foister, James, Frisby-on-the-Wreake, Leicester, Licensed V; 
Feb 19 at 12 at offices of Fowler and Oo, Friar lane, Leicester P 

Folkard, Samuel John, Lowestoft, Fishing Boat Owner. Feb 28 at J 
at offices ot Seago and Son, High st, Lowestoft 

Franklard, William, Sculby, near Scarborough, Farmer. Feb 17 at 2 
at 23, Albemarle crescent, Sca'borough. Anderson, York 

Franks, Al'red, Minster, Kent, Gardener. Feb 20 at 3 at offices of 
Stallon, Bank’s Town, Sheerness 

Garner, Franci:, Dudley, Worcester, Confectioner. Feb 16 at3 at Offleg 
of Stokes and Harper, Priory st, Dudley 

Garrett, John Henry, Buckley, Flint, Grocer, Feb 25 at 12 at ths 
Grosvenor Hotel, Eastgate st, Chester. Churton, Chester 

Glover, Maria Catherine, Kensington gardens sq, Boarding-houy 
Keeper. Feb 17 at 3 at offices of Greening, Budge row, Cannon gt, 
Swaine, King st, Cheapside 

Gough, Frederick James, Peachley, Worcester, Farmer. Feb 18 at jg 
at offices of Hughes, Pierpvint st. Worcester 

Griffiths, David, Wednesbury, Mus cal Instrument Dealer. 
11.15 at offices of Sheldon, High st, We inesbury 

Grosvenor, Albert, Tettenhall, Stefford, Beershop Keever. 
11.30 at offices of Whitehous, Queen s*, Wolverhampton 

Hall, Arthur James, Eltham, Kent, Grocer. Fab 23.412 at the Guild. 
hall Tavern, Gresham st. Terry, King st, Cheipside 

Harris, William, Gloucester, Dealer. Feb16 at 3 at offices of Haings, 
Westgate chmbre, Berkely st, Gloucester 

Hatton, George Oroper, Lancaster, Brus Maker, Feb 25 at 2 at offiess 
of Davies, The Temple, Dale st, Liverpool 

Hawkeley, Thomas, Sheffield, Butcher. Feb 16 at 11 at offices of Pierson 
Queen st, Sheffield 

Hewett, James, Titchfield, Hants, Farmer, Feb 16 at the Rai!way Hotel 
Fareham, in lieu of the piace originally named 

Hill, John, Bolton, Lancaster, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
(ffices of Chambers, Fold st, Bolton 

Hoare, Charles, John st, Berkely sq, Licensed Victualler. Peb # 
at 3 at offces of Prockter and Andrews, Princes st, Spita fields 

Holmes, George, Silloth, Cumber'and, Chemist. Feb 19 at 3 at offiegsof 
Wannop. Carruthers ct, Scoten st, Carlisle 

Horsfall, Wil'iam, Stansfield, Halifax, Cotton Spinner. 
the Mitre Hotel, Manchester. Sutcliffe, Hebden bridge 

Hydes, Thomas, Sheffield, Engineer, Feb 1S at 113) at the 
Law Society’s Rooms, Aldine ct, Sheffield. Webster and Styring, 
Sheffield 

Ingham, Jacob, Hartshead, Malifax, Farmer. Feb 20 at 3 at the Ques 
Hotel, Heckmonawike. Mitcheson 

Ingram, John Ashmole, Walpole St. Peter, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 
at 12 at offices of Welchman and Carrick, Crescent, Wisbech 


Jacobs, Charles, Liverpool, Tailor. Feb 18 at 3 at offices of Parkinson, 
Commerce cr, Lord st, Liverpool 

Jacobs, Dora, Riven row, Spitalfields, Job Buyer of Drapery Goods, 
Feb 23 at 3 at offices of Beard and Sons, Basinghall st 

James, William Henry, Falmouth, Corowall, Travelling Draper. Feb 
18 at 12 at offices of Cock, Coombs lane, Pydar s', Truro 

Jones, Danie!, Quedgely, Gloucester, Farmer. Feb 18 at 11 at offices ¢ 
Henderson, Berkeley st, Gloucester 

Jones, William, Colwyn Bay, Venbigh, Poulterer. Feb 21 at 10 & 
offices of Webster, Rose hili st, Couway 


Kaye, John, Sheffield, Fruiterer. Feb 14 at 11 at offices of Pierson, 
Queen st, Sheffield 

Kirby, Thomas Horton, Leicester, Draper. Feb 20 at 3 at officesof 
Fowler and Co, Grey Friars chmbrs, Friar Jane, Leicester 

Lewis, John William, Cardiff, Oil Manufacturer. Feb 19 at ll a 
offices of Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Lightfoot, Francis, Cloughton Newlands, York, Innkeeper. Feb 0a 
2 at offices of Rowntree, Newborvugh st, Sca: borough 

Lloyd, Emma Mary, Ciicklade, Wilts, Hoel keeper. Feb 18 atlat 
Barnard’s inn, Holborn. Jackson, Stroud 

Martin, James, Abergavenny, Grocer. Feb 17 at 12 at offices d 
Collins, Broad st, Bristol 

Masters, James, Cardiff, Builder. Feb 14 at 11 at offices of Gunnand 
Jones, St Mary st, Cardiff. Nettleton 

Morgan, Thomas, Bristol, Builder. Feb 3 at 2 at officas of Fussell 
and Co, Liverpool chambers, Corn st, Bristol 

Morgan, William, Swansea, Licensed Victualler. Feb 18 at 3 at offices 
ot Beer, Prospect place, Swansea 

Mort, Albert, Boothstown, nr Manchester, Hay Dealer. Feb 19 at 3a 
offices of Boddington and Ball , Princes st, Manchester 

Newbery, Francis Prosper, Heath rd, Twickenham, Plumber. Feb 18 
at 4 at offices of Lay, Staple inn, Holborn 

Owen, Benjamin, and Joseph Downham Hill, Longsight, near Man 
chester, Stone Merchants, Feb 20 at 3 at the Mosley Hotel, Picea 
dilly, Manchester. Chew and Sons, Manchester 

Palmer, George, Reed, Hertford, Farmer, Feb 19 at 11 at offices vy 
Nash, High st, Hertford 

Parnum, Frederick, and Joseph Parnum, Sheperdess walk, Dealers it 
Toys, Feb 25 at 2 at offices of Goldberg and Langdon, West st, Fine 
bury circus ‘ 

Parfield, John, Peldon, Essex, Grocer. Feb 24 at 11 at offices of Prior, 
Head st, Colchester 

Peters, Henry, Hove, Sussex, General Dealer. Feb 19 at 2 at offices of 
Buckwell, Ship s', Briguton 

Pinciger, Albert Edward, Netheravon, Wilts, Farmer. Feb 19 atll 
at the Castle Hore), Devizes. Keary and Co, Chippenham 

Pooley, William, Ladbroke grove, Notting Hill, Draper, Feb 23 at2 
at offices of Warmington, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 

Pope, William Wallington, Mathon, Worcester, Farmer, Feb 20 at 12 
at offices of Pace, Bridge st, Pershore 

Robinson, Edwin Thomas, Letcester, Grocer, Feb 23 at 11 at offices 
of Wright and Hincks, Belvoir st, Lo'cester 

Robson, John, jun, Chester Je Sureet, Durham, Houre Builder. Feb 2 
S S at the Queen’s Head Hotel, Chester-le-Sireet, Storey, Sundet- 
‘an 

Rudge, Thomas, Stratford-upon-Avon, out of business. Feb.17 at 128 
the Goldoz Lion Hotel, Stratford-upon-Avo», Lane, Strattord-opoa 


Avon 

Russell, William Henry, Stratford-upon-Avon, General Dealer, Feb 
17 at 2at the Red Horse Hotel, Stratford-upon-Avon, Haller and 0, 
Stratford-upon-Avon 


Feb 16 at 
Fed 20 


Feo 18 atSat 


Feb 17 atda 
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“4 , Martin Shickell, Bristo), Coal Merchant, Feb 17 at 11 at 
of Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol. Wilmott, Bristol 
“gcott, Joseph, Hest Ardsley, near Wakefield, Egg and Butter Factor. 
Feb 16 at 3 at offices of Marks, King st, Wakefield 
Pewell, William Edward, Stanningley, York, out of business. Feb 13 
at 10.80 at offices of Cross, Parkinson chambers, Market st, Brad- 


ag Samuel, Eastville, Gloucester, Com mercial Traveller. Feb 23 at 
at offices of Williams and Co, Exchange buildings, Bristol. Plum- 
mer and Parry, Bristol _ 

Sinelehurst, Henry, Nottingham, Provision Dealer. Feb 18 at 11 at 
offices of Stevenson, Weekday cross, Nottingham 

Smith, Mary, Birminghem, Hatter. Feb 18 at 2 at offices of Burton’ 
Union passage, Birmingham 

Gmith, Robert, Pertland, Dorset, Innkeeper. Feb 23 at 3.15 at the 
Royal Hotel, Portland. Howard, Meleombe Regis 

Smith, Samuel, King’s Norton, Worcester, Gunmaker’s Manager. Feb 
19 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Temple row, Birmingham 

Smith, Walter, Birmingham, Ironmonger. Feb 20 at 3 at offices of 
Wood and Son, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Smyth, George, Ridgewell. Essex, Innkeeper. Feb 13 at 12 at the Rose 
and Crown Hotel, Sudbury. Holmes, Bocking, Braintree 

Sparks, Luke James, Landport, Hants, Pork Buteher. Feb 26 at 3 at 
offices of Paterson, Ordnarce row, Portsea 

Stamper, Charles, Levenshulme, nr Manchester, Milliner, Feb 23 at 3 
at offices of Newton, Stockport 

Taylor, Thomas, Oldham, Contractor. Mar! at 3 at offices of Bradbury, 
Stamford st, Ashton-under-Lyne 

h , Robert, Condover, Salop, Farmer. Feb 20 at 1! at the Crown 
Hotel, St Mary st, Shrewsbury. Morris and Sons, Shrewsbury 

Tomkins, William Henry, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Printer. Feb 19 at 
2 at offices of Edmonds and Co, Cheapside. Hooper, Newport 

‘Topham, Henry, jun, Wilden, Bedford, Machinist. Feb 20 at 3 at the 
Cross Keys Hotel, St Neots. Conquest and Clare, Bedford 

Tuson, Thomas, Pendleton, Manchester, Leat her Seiler. Feb 20 at 4 at 
a Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Ponsonby and Carlile, 


Oldbam 
Vero, Edward Henry, Dewsbury, York, Hatter. Feb 23 at 10 at the 
Wellington Hotel, Dewsbury. Scholes and Son 
Warmishem, Ellen, Higher Broughton, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. 
Feb 16 at 3 at offices of Connor, Princes st, Manchester 
Ward, Jomes, Nottingham, Coal Merchant. Feb 20 at 8 at offices of 
Whittingham, Midd'e pavement, Nottingham 
Wastell, Georgina Harriet, Bath, Schoolmistress, Feb 11 at 12 at offices 
of Simmons and Co, Manvers st, Bath 
‘Wells, George, Falsgrave, Scarborough, Builder. Feb 18 at 3 at offices 
of Hick, Newborough st, Scarborough 
Whitehouse, William, Spark brook, Warwick, Cab Proprietor. Feb 13at 
$.at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Whittingham, William Charles, Little Birch, Hereford, Farmer. Feb 19 
atll at offices of Corner, High Town, Hereford 
Wilkinson, William, Cusop, Hereford, Miller. Feb 21 at 11 at offices of 
Griffiths, Broad st, Hay 
‘Williams, Charles, Fleet st, of no oecupation. Feb 18 at 2 at offices of 
Armstrong, Chancery lane 
Willisms, John White, Speedwell, St George’s, Gloucester, Grocer. 
Feb 19 ¥ 2 at offices of Jobnson and Co, Archhouse chambers, John 
st, Bristo 
Willis, John, sen, and John Willis, jun, Sevenoaks, Builders. Feb 18 
at 12.30 at Guildhall C: ffeehouse, Gresham st. Knocker, Sevenoaks 
Wolf, George Garcia, Edgware rd, Watchmaker. Feb 24 at 3 at offices 
of Lumley and Lumley, Conduit st, Bond st 
Wcod, George, Leeds, Provision Dealer. Feb 17 at 10,30 at Law Insti- 
tute, Albion pl, Leeds. Cross 
Worthington, Hilen, Preston, Provision Dealer. Feb 18 at 11 at County 
Court Offices, Winckley st, Preston. Parry, Preston 
Wyeth, William, Portswood, Southampton, Builder. Féb 18 at 12 at 
offices Of Davis, Portland st, Southampion. Perkius and Candy, 


Yabsley, Robert, North Huish, Devon, Builder, Feb 21 at 4 at Com- 

mercial Inn, Totnes. Windeat, Totnes 
TvESDAY, FEB 10, 1880. 

Archer, John, jun, Chesham, Buckingham, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb 26 at 11.30 at offices of Bullock and Penny, Great Berk- 
hampstead 

Attrick, Edward James, Reading, Berks, Cab Proprietor. Feb 20 at 11 
at 18, Friar st, Reading. Dodd, Reading 

Atkin, George David, Sheffield, Cntlery Manufacturer. Feb 24 at 1! at 
offices of Allen, George st, Sheffield 

Barrett, Charles, et ee Fentmaker. Feb 23 at 11 at cfflc2s 
of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Barroweliff, Richard Finningley, jun, Upton, Nottingham, Farmer. 
Feb 24 at 11 at offices of Marshal!, Chape!gate, East Retford 

Bayliss, Joseph, Worcester, out of business. Feb 20 at 2 at offices of 
Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 

Bennett, Kobert, Stretford, Lancaster, Wholesale Grocer. Feb 20 
at 4.at the Creditors Association, Hanging Ditch. Johnson, Stock- 


port 
Bennett, William Parsons, Fleet st, Publisher. Feb 27 at 2 at offices 0 
Montagu, Bucklersbury 
lord, Thomas, Nottingham, Stone Mason. Feb 24 at 12 at offices of 
hen fadle yeremsnt, wetinaine nindatits gece 
eregrine, Taylor, Sussex place, Kensington, General Agent. 
Feb 19 atom the Olarendon Hotel, Arundel st, Strand, Kisch and 


Co, ong! lane 
Boyes, John Miller, Batley, York, Draper. Feb 23 at3 at offices of 
Scholefield and Taylor, Branswick st, Batley. 


py Jomee nye ay Sel outof business, Ko} 27 at 3 
0 vies and Co, hambers, Bewsey st, Warring- 
‘ton. Brook and Davies, Warrington 
‘ Reuben, Acre-iane, Wert Brixton, Builder, Feb 96 at 2 at the 
Tune of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Copp, ‘Fasex st, Strand 
John, Sale st, Betinal Green, Dewl Worker, Fub 27 at 2 at 
the cffices of Brighten and Co, Bishopgate xt, Without 
oeigre. Thomas Payne, Green st, Bethnal Green, Cheesemonger. 
Feb 19.008 at offices of Fopkine, Modrgate station balldings 
‘Bndson, William Paul, Pilkington, Lancaster, Karm Menager, Feb 23 
Mt 11 at offices of Simpson and Hockin, Mount st, Manchester 





Briggs, Samuel, Burton-on-Trent, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Feb 
at 1l at offices of Jennings and Burton, High st, Burton-on- Trent 

Brittain, John, Stamford, Lincoln, Miliiner. Feb 24 at 10 at offices 
Law, 8t Mary’s place, Stamford 

Brown, William, Beddington, Surrey, Builder, Feb 23 at 3 at offices 
of Paulin, Fen ct, Fenchurch st 

Butt, Thomas Waitker, Newton, Nottingham, Farmer. Feb 25 at 3 at 
otfices of Whitingham, Middle pavement, Nottingham 


Carter, George Foster, and Charles Joseph Carter, Stow Maries, Essex, 
Farmers. Feb 26 at 3 at the Saracen’s Head Hotel, Chelmsford. 
Digby and Evans, Maldon 

Chadwick, Thomson, Caerways, Flint, Innkeeper. Feb 23 at3atofi ce 
of Mason, Bridge st row East, Chester 

Chapman, Francis, West Alvington, Devon, Mason, Feb 20 at 2.30 at 
the Townhall, Kingsbridge. Square, Kingsbridge 

Cherry, Walter, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. Feb 47 at 
11 at the Bedford Arms Inn, Stuart, Luton. Freeman, Dunstable 

Christian, Robert, Burton-on-Trent, Coachbuilder. Feb 18 at 2 at the 
White Hart Hotel, High st, Burton-upon-Trent. Drewry, Burton- 
upon-Treiit 

Churchill, Samuel, Grove park rd, Tottenham, Builder. Feb 27 at 3 at 
offices of Rumuey, Walbrook 

Coulthard, James, Wigton, Cumberland, Innkeeper, Feb 23 at 3 at 
Offices of Rigg, King st, Wigton 

Cundall, Edward, Pocklington, York, out of business. Fed 24 at 12 at 
offices of Mann and Son, New st, York 


Daines, Charles, Newington causeway, Mantle Warelioussman. Feb 
25 at 3 at offices of Andrews and Mason. Ironmonger Jane. Bartrum, 
Old Jewry chambers 

Dunn, George John, Marden, Kent, Farmer, Feb 20 at 11 at offices o 
Monckton and Co, King st, Maidstone 

Davies, John Vaughan, Aston Park, near Birmingham, Commission 
Agent, Feb 23 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Temple row, Birmingham 

Dent, Henry, Maisemore, Gloucester, Horse Dealer, Feb 24 at 3 at the 
New Inn, Gloucester, Pruen,Cheltentiam 

Doe, John Joseph, Maldon, Essex, Earthenware Dealer. Feb 24 at lat 
ne Tavern, Gresham st. Scarlettand Sutthery, Chelms- 
or 

Dolman, John, Stockton-on-Tees, Hairdresser. Feb 20 at 3 at the 
Inns of C.urt Hotel, Holborn. Draper, Stockton-on-Tees 

Drury, Edward, Brenchley, Kent, Wheelwright. Feb 23 at 11 at the 
Maidstone rd Inn, Paddock Wood. Rogers, Tonb-fige 

Duke, Walter William, Spelbrook, Hertford, Horse Dealer. Feb 20 at 
12 at offices of Unwin and Peagram,$Sawbridgeworth 


Edwards, Henry, Gravesend, Draper. Feb 23 at 12 at the Bridge 
House Hote!, London bridge 
Elms, Stephen Read, jun, Cuarlton, Dover, Confectioner. Mar 3 atl 
at the Gaildiall Coffee house, London. Mowll, Dover 
Field, John, Bishopton, Warwick, Farmer. Mar 4 at 1 at tha Red 
Horse Hotel, Stratford-upon-Avon. Hancocx and Giron, Shipston- 
on-Stour 
Fletcher, William Henry, Saltney, Flint, Provision Dealer. Feb 24 at 
8 at offices of Mason, Bridge st row East, Chester 
Ford, Daniel John, Upleadon, Gloucester, Horse Dealer. Feb 23 at 1 
at offices of Edmonds, Newent 
Ford, William Thomas, and Robert Blore, Derby, Bort Manufacturers. 
Feb 25 at 3 at the Royal Hotel, Derby. Close, Derby 
Forder, Frederick, jun, Great Yarmouth, Grocer. Feb 24 at 11.30 at 
offices of Wiltshire, Hall Plain, Great Yarmouth 
Forster, Elizabeth,{North Shields, Boot Dealer. Feb 20 at 3 at offices of 
Whitehorn, Camden st, North Shielns 
Garbett, Charles, Bournemouth, Hants, Tailor. Feb 26 at 1 at the Inns 
of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Aldridge, Bournemouth 
Garstin, Alice Miud Mary Aon, Hagley road, Birmingham. Feb 23 at 
2 at offices of Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 
Gatward, Thomas, Epping, Essex, Licensed Victualler. Feb 23 at3 a 
offices of Widdecombe, Metropolitan chambers, Broad st 
George, Frederick, Kingston-ucon-Hull, Fish Dealer, Feb 23 at 12a 
boa of Barker, Temple buildings, Bowlalley lane, Kingston-apon 
Ful 
Gilbert, Sarah Metilda Ann, Mount st, Grosvenor square, Milliner 
Feb 28 at 2 at offices of Rye and Eyre, Golden eq, St James 
Godby, James William, Tottenham st, Upper Westoonrne Park, Boot 
maker, Feb 18 at 2,30 at offices of Gray, Liquidation Company, 
Finsbury pl 
Gorrard, Horace, Ipswich, Licensed Victualler. Feb 21 at 12 at offices 
of Hi'l, Nicholas st, Ipswich 
Grace, John William Nimrod, Steeple Aston, Oxford, Grocer. Feb 27 
at 3 atthe Unicorn Hotel, Deddington. Kinch, Deddingtn 
Harden, Thomas Rubie, Rolvenden, Kent, Farmer. Fed 19 at 2 at 
the Cannon st Hotel. Mace 
Hart, Samuel, Montague pl, Poplar, Builder. Feb 23 at 3 at officesof 
Cooper, Chancery lane 
Hemingway, Joseph, Bradford, York, Tailor. Feb 23 at 11 at offices 
Hutchinson, Piccadilly chambers, Piccadilly, Bradford 
Herbert, James Albert, Wantage, Farmer. Feb 23 at 11 at the 
Wheatsheaf Hotel, Friar st, Reading. Dodd, Reading 
Hey, Enoch Charlesworth, Thornbill, York, Tailor. Feb 23 at 11 at offices 
of Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury 
Hillier, Thomrs, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Butcher. Feb 28 at 12 at offices 
of Rhodes, Lugley st, Newport 
Hitchins, James Thomas, and John Ford, Pill, Crnwall, Ship- 
=o Feb 23 at 8 at offices of Jenkins, Pest office buildings, 
Falmouth 
Hunt, John, Creech Saint Michael, Somerset, Farmer. Feb 93 at li at 
offices of Reed and Cook. Pauls st, Taunton 
Ibbetson, William, Rawcliffe, York, Joiner. Feb 23 at 3 at offices of 
England and Son, East par.de, Goole 
James, Thomas, avd Martin James, Britonferry, Glamorgan, Grocers. 
Feb 25 at 11 at 42, Queenst, Neath. Thomas, Neath 
Jenkins, William, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Farmer. Feb 97 at 12 atthe 
Castle Hotel, Bridgend, Randall, Bridgend 
Jobson, Thomas Robert, Scotswood-on-Tyne, Northumberland, Manure 
Merchant, Feb 24 at 2at the Law Society, Royal arcade, Ne weastle- 
upon-Tyne. Watson and Dendy, Newoastie-on-Tyne 
Johnson, Edward, Hurworth-on- Durham, Plumber, Feb 25 at 11 
at offices of Wooler, Priestgate, Dax 
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Johnson, James, Prospect pl, Mile End, Chair Maker. Feb 19 at 2 at 
offices of Tanner, Circus place pl, Finsbury circus 

Kelp, Samuel Stephen, Great Yarmouth, Boot and Shoe Maker. Feb 23 
at 12 at offices of Blake, Hali Quay chambers, Great Yarmouth. 
Palmer, Great Yarmouth 

Knowles, James, and Thomas Keighley Knowles, Gom-rsal, York, 
Woollen Manufacturers. Feb 23 at3 at the Station Hotel, Batley. 
Carr and Cadman, Gomersai nr Leeds 

Lander, Joseph, Walsall, Licensed Victualler. 
of Cook, Bridge st, Walsall. Bill, Walsall 

Langham, William, Nottingham, Baker. Feb 23 at 11 at offices of 
of Stevenson, Weekday cross, Nottingham 

Leapman, Moss, Moorgate st, Electro Plate Dealer. Feb 18 at 3 at 
offices of Barnett, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 

Lewis, William, Llanilwchaiarn, Montgomery, Farmer. Feb 24 at 
11.30 at offices of Powell, Broad st, Newtown 

Line, Joseph, Church Lawford, Warwick, Farmer. Feb 19 at 11 at 

Feb 27 at 11 at 145, 


Feb 20 at 12 at offices 


offices of Wright and Gledhill, North st, Rugby 
Lowes, Ralph, Barrow-in-Furness, Draper. 
Cheapside. Taylor, Barrow-in-Furness 


Mayhew, John Lionel, Bethnal Green rd, Confectioner, Feb 18 at 3 
at offices of Palmer, Charles sq, Hoxton 
McBurney, Robert, Stainland nr Halifax, General Draper. Feb 25 at 
3 at the White Lion Hotel, Silver st, Halifax. Kerr 
Metcalf, Thomas, Miles Platting, nr Manchester, Manufacturing Che- 
mist. Feb 20 at 11 at offices of Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Man- 
chester 
Michelsen, Andreas Peter, Sutton, York, Commission Agent. Feb 23 at 
11 at offices of Summers, Manor st, Kingston-upcen-Hull 
Moscrop, Samue!, Tyldesley, Lancashire, Bootmaker, Feb 23 at 3 at 
offices of Hall, Acresfield 


Oddy, George Henry, Bradford, York, Rope Maker. Feb 23 at11 at 
offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Offord, Herbert George, Tonbridge Wells, out of busivess, Marlat 4 
at offices of Marshal], Chancery lane 

Owen, John, Portdinorwic, Carnarvon, Boot and Shoe Maker. Feb 
23 at 12 at the Albion Hotel, Chester. Hugixs and Pritchard, 
Bangor 

Owen, Thomas, Abberffraw, Anglesey, Carrier. Mar 3 at 12.15 at the 
Queen Hotel, Chester. Dew, Llangefni 


Parish, Thomas Frederick, Aldershot, Hants, Bootmaker. Feb 23 at 
2.30 at offices of Redhead, Mark lane 

Pierce, Alfred Edward, Oxford st, Agricultural Engi»eer. Feb 26 at 3 
at the Bedford Head Hotel, Maiden lane, Covent Giiden, Lewin and 
Co, Southampton st, Strand 

Perry, William, Sedgley, Stafford, Farmer. Feb 27 at 11 at offices of 
Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 

Picken, Enmanuel, Heath Town, near Wolverhampton, Loan Agent. 
Feb 20 at 11.15 at offices of Sheldon, High st, Wed1.esbury 

Pryce, John, Mochdre, Montgomery, Farmer. Feb <3 at 11 at offices 
of Williams and Co, Market st, Newtown 

Pugh, George, Dursley, Gloucester, Piumber. 
Inn, Dursley. Cooke, Gloucester 


Raphael, Joseph, St James’ place, Aldgate, Hotel Kener. 
11 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. 
Walbrook 

Rees, John, Gellygaled, Carmarthen, Farmer, Feb 23 at 11 at offices of 
Howell, Stepney st, Llanelly 

Reeve, John, Blackmore, Essex,Farmer. Feb 24 at J1 at the George 
Inn, Chelmsford, Wood and Son, Rechford 

Reeve, Jonah Henry Cavie, Balham, Surrey, Auctioneer’s Assistant. 
Feb 19 at 11 at offices of Patience, Gracechurch st 

Riddell, William, Finsbury pl, Commercial Agent. Feb 19 at 12 at offices 
of Wickens, Pa'merston bldngs, Old Broad st 

Roads, Charles, Theydon Garnon, near Epping, Essex, Carpenter, 
Feb 28 at 3,30 at the White Swan Inn, Epping. Ruraney, Enfield 

Roberts, Edward Henry, and William Brooker, Parscn’s mead, Surrey 
Oilman. Feb 20at 11 at the Green Dragon Ho‘e!, High st, Croy- 
don. Dennis, Croydon 

Rogers, William, Cleaver st, Kennington Cross, Greengrocer. Feb 23 at 
11 at offices of Gribble, King st, Cheapside 

Rowland, George, Great Coggeshall, Essex, Farmer, Feb 24 at 3 at 
offices of Jones, Townha)l chmbrs, Colchester 


Sandoval, de, Gabriel Susini, Down st, Piccadilly, Gentleman. Feb 25 
at 3 at cffices of Lewis and Co, Albany Court yd, Piccadilly 

Sapsford, Walter, Offord st, Chelsea, Drysalter. Feb 26 at 3 at offices 
of Macarthur and Son, Poultry 

Scales, Josepb, Graby, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 23 at 12 at officesof Page, 
jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln. Page and Padley, Market Rasen 

Scarlett, John, Willenaall, Stafford, Grocer. Feb 26 at 12 at offices of 
Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 

Scott, William, Barrow-in-Furness, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Mar 
3 at 11 at Victoria Hotel, Church st, Barrow-in-Furness. Park and 
Mansfie'd, Barrow-in-Furness 

Shipley, Jonathan, Leicester, Fruit and Potato Salesman, Feb 24 at 3 
at the Wrexham Hotel, Bell st, Birmingham. Fowler and Co, 
Leicester 

Simmons, John, Golden Hill, Horfield, Gloucester, Builder. Feb 21 at 
12 at Guildhai), Bristol. Roper, Bristol 

Smith, John Henry, Norwich, Leather Merchant, Feb 24 at 12 at 
offices of Emerson, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 

Somerville, Edwin Charles, and George Mortimer Hill, High st, 
Camden Town, Builders. Feb 16 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, 
in lieu of the plece originally named 

Squire, William, Glastonbury, Somerset, Felimonger. Feb 23 at 12 at 
George Hotel, High st,Glastonbury. Bulleid, Glastonbury 

Taylor, Richard, Dover, Tailor. Mar 3 at 11.30 at Guildhall Coffee 

,» London. Mowll, Dover 

Thomas, John, Bangor, Carnarvon, Builder. Feb 23 at2 at Albion 

Hotel, Chester. Hughes and Pritchard, Bangor 


Feb 25 at 2 at the Bull 


Feb 25 at 
Fmannel and Co, 


Thompson, William, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Feb 24 at 3 
at offices of Tyndall and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Tomlinson, Isaac, Selston, Nottingham, out of business, Feb 24 at 3 at 
offices of Whittingham, Middle pavement 

Tomlinson, John jon, Kingston-upon-Hull, k 


am 
rmer. Feb 19 at 3 at offices 


; == 

Turner, Samuel, and William Turner, Birmingham, Button ¥ 
facturers. Feb 27 at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Tydeman, Joseph, Liverpool st, Auctioneer, Marl at 2 at the ¥ 
Mason’s Hall Tavern, Mason’s Avenue, Basingliall st, Rawling, 
Walbrook 

Vincent, Thomas, Landport, Hants, Tailor. Feb 23 at 12 At offices of 
Edmonds and Olark, Cheapside. Cousins and Burbidge, por. 
mouth : 

Walker, David, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Haulier. Feb 24 at 11 at Offices. 
of Howell, Steprey st, Lianelly 

Webster, William, Whitwick, Leicester. Innkeeper. 
the Queen’s Head Hotel, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

Weeks, Robert, Oldbury-on-Severn, Gloucester, Coal Merchant, Feb 2p 
at 2 at offices of Clifton and Carter, Broad st, Bristol 

Weston, William John, Aston-juxta-Birmingham. 
offices of Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 

Whitwell, Thomas, King st, Cheapside, Solicitor. Feb 19 at 3 at officg 
of Cridge, Bishopsgate st within 

Witard, George, Bradford, York, General Smith. Feb 20 at 3 at officy 
of Lancaster and Wright, Manor row, Bradford 

Woodliff, Richard Edward, Wainfleet? All Saints, Lincoln, Grogo, 
Feb 23 at 1 at the Red Lion Hotel, Boston. Bailes, Boston 4 

Woolf, Raphael Isaac, Kentish Town rd, Merchant Tailor. Feb 17 at » 
at oflices of Matthews and Wells, John st, Bedford row 

Wray, Thomas, Middlesborough, Butcher. Feb 17 at 1 at offices of 
Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesborough 

Wright, Thomas, Southwall, Nottingham, Shoemaker. Feb 26 at 3g 
Kirkland, Southwell 


Feb 26 at19 at 
Jesson and 00, 


Feb 24 at 94 





SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with th 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestitle. 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, suits all 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocos 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c,, and IN REALITY CHEW 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pre. 
nibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR. G. JONES, 











H. 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOUMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 

Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only perfectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TKETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris: 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE Bok MAKERS 
T 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Benck 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, & 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


£000 WANTED, on Mortgage of a VALUABLE 
RESIDENTIAL FREEHOLD ESTATE, at 43 per Cent. Pria-- 
ge only dealt with. A Liberal Commission will be ‘howed.—Addrese 
r. ALEXANDER, care of Messrs. Evison & Bridge, Law Stationers, 25- 
Chancery-lane, W.0, 














ONEY.—A Gentleman, totally unconnected with 
loan offices or panies, is prepared to make immediste 
ADVANCES, from £20 upwards, res; ble householders 00 


security of their furniture without rémoval. Repayable by easy i 
stalments and ata much less rate of interest than charged by loam 
offices or companies.—Apply to Mr. Boraas, 9, Walbrook, City, E.0. 


AW COSTS and ACCOUNTS in all Departments 
r *. 
Arrears worked up, town or country. ‘Terms strictly moderale— 








Nottingh 
a 
‘ull 


of Chambers, Scale lane, Kingston-upon-H 


T. N. Woorrow, 60, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 
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